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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Government policy (PPG17) requires local authorities to undertake an audit of the extent of 
open space, sports and recreational facilities within their district or borough.  Based on the 
findings of the audit, local authorities should develop policies for the maintenance and 
improvement of existing or creation of new open spaces or facilities for public access. 
 
Covering an area of 141km², South Bucks District is the southern-most district in 
Buckinghamshire.  It has a population of around 62,000 people within 12 Parishes.  
Wycombe and Chiltern Districts lie to the north and north-west, Three Rivers District to 
the north east, the London Borough of Hillingdon to the east and Slough and the Royal 
Borough of Windsor and Maidenhead to the south and south-west. 

South Bucks District Council commissioned Land Use Consultants to assist in the 
preparation of this Open Space, Sports and Recreation Strategy.  This approach combined 
the necessary skills and experience with extensive local knowledge. The methodology set 
out in the PPG17 Companion Guide was used to develop the Strategy.  The Strategy is set 
out in three sections as described below. 
 
The strategy methodology and context identifies that South Bucks has a relatively low 
population density of 438 people per km² and a slightly older population than the 
surrounding Districts.  The District is a prosperous and attractive area containing a rich 
heritage resource including 13 Registered Parks and Gardens, 11 Scheduled Monuments and 
17 Conservation Areas.  Over 545 ha of land in the district are designated as a Site of Special 
Scientific Interest (SSSI), with Burnham Beeches also being designated at a European level as 
a Special Area of Conservation (SAC).  There are seven Local Nature Reserves (LNRs) or 
parts of LNRs within the district, covering some 93ha.   

The assessment and audit of provision shows that a total of 291 open space, sport and 
recreational sites were recorded, covering a total of 3,636 hectares.  This considerable 
resource accounts for over a quarter of the land area of the district.  The types of open 
space, sports and recreation facilities in the District can be divided into nine types: parks and 
gardens; natural and semi-natural green space; sports facilities; schools and educational 
facilities; amenity green space; allotments; community halls and facilities; provision for 
children and young people and civic space.  Detailed audits of each open space, sports or 
recreational facility have been carried out to inform the Strategy by quantifying the value and 
quality of each site and provide the basis for a site by site improvement plan.  Extensive 
consultation through focus groups meetings, responses to almost 600 self completion 
questionnaires and meetings with Parish Councils has provided a strong basis for the local 
needs assessment which informs the Strategy.   
 
The development of the Strategy establishes a hierarchy for each of the nine types of 
open spaces, sports and recreational facility to assist in analysis and the setting of standards 
for accessibility, quantity and value and quality.   
 
In applying the standards a number of deficiencies are apparent in terms of access to 
and quantity of provision including a lack of play and youth facilities, allotments and indoor 
and outdoor sports provision throughout the District, with particular deficiencies occurring 
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in Beaconsfield, Denham Green, Richings Park, the northern part of Gerrards Cross and 
much of Farnham Royal.   

Whilst the study found that other typologies exceeded the quantity standards there were 
no surplus open spaces/ facilities present within the District as many sites are 
characteristically large and often cater for visitors from beyond the District boundary.   

There are notable quality issues that must be addressed with over 43% of open spaces/ 
facilities being rated above the value threshold but below the quality standard, highlighting 
the need for protection through the planning system, whilst seeking every opportunity to 
improve quality standards through management.  Particular value/quality issues were 
apparent in four of the hierarchies including village parks/recreation grounds (A2), 
local/village and incidental natural/semi-natural green space (C3 and C4) and pockets of 
amenity green space (D1).   
 
The strategy concludes with an overall vision followed by a number of objectives which 
link with the Civic Trust’s Green Flag criteria providing the strategic direction for future 
maintenance, enhancement or extension of open spaces, sports and recreational facilities in 
South Bucks.  The action plan provides recommendations at a District-wide level as well as 
a Parish by Parish set of actions which seek to address current deficiencies in terms of 
accessibility, quantity, value and quality.   
 
This Strategy provides comprehensive baseline information, analysis and recommendations 
which will inform the future planning and management of open spaces, sports and 
recreational facilities in South Bucks and will also help inform the further strategic work 
being carried out by Buckinghamshire County Council.   
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1. INTRODUCTION 

1.1.  Planning Policy Guidance note 17 (PPG17) requires that local authorities undertake 
an audit of the extent of open space, sport and facilities within their district or 
borough.  Local authorities should aim to develop policies for the maintenance and 
improvement of existing or creation of new open spaces for public access, based on 
findings of an audit.  

1.2. In January 2007 South Bucks District Council (SBDC) commissioned Land Use 
Consultants (LUC) to prepare this Open Space, Sports and Recreational Facilities 
Strategy, in compliance with the national guidance.  

SCOPE AND OBJECTIVES FOR THE STUDY AND 
STRATEGY 

1.3. It was agreed that a collaborative approach to the preparation of this strategy would 
be employed to utilise the strengths of the District Council and LUC to ensure that 
local knowledge and wider expertise are shared across the team.   

1.4. Located adjacent to Greater London, South Bucks District is the southern-most 
district in Buckinghamshire County covering an area of 141km².  The district is 
divided into 12 parishes with a population of approximately 63,000 inhabitants.  The 
District neighbours Wycombe and Chiltern Districts to the north and north-west, 
Three Rivers District to the north east, the London Borough of Hillingdon to the 
east and Slough and the Royal Borough of Windsor and Maidenhead to the south and 
south-west.   

1.5. This study and strategy covers the whole of South Bucks District and includes an 
audit of all the existing open spaces, sport and recreational facilities. 

Objectives 
1.6. The objectives for this study are to produce the following outputs: 

• An audit of all open space, sports and recreational facilities;  

• Recommendations for setting local open space standards in terms of 
quantity, quality and accessibility; 

• Analysis of findings in terms of the current distribution of open space and 
consequent areas of sufficiency and deficiency; 

• A GIS linked database of all sites containing the basic information on each 
site and the full audit data where available, for the future use and 
maintenance by the District Council; 

• An overall strategy for the provision and maintenance of open spaces, 
sports and recreational facilities and an improvement plan for individual 
sites; 
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• Policy recommendations that may be applied through the Council’s Local 
Development Framework. 

THE STRATEGY 
1.7. The strategy is set out in three parts: 

 Part 1: Methodology and study context– sets out the methods used to audit the 
sites, gather additional information, and to develop the strategy and establishes the 
context for the study, both in terms of current plans and strategies and in terms of 
current socio-economic context of the district.  

 Part 2: Assessment and audit of provision – reviews the consultation work 
undertaken for the strategy and draws on the site audits to summarise the quantity, 
type and quality of open space, sport and recreation provision in the District. 

 Part 3: Development of the strategy – establishes the detailed hierarchy of sites 
used to frame analysis, demonstrates how provision standards have been set, and 
what those standards are, applies those standards to the spaces assessed and their 
locality, and sets out the action plan for the improvement of open spaces, sport and 
recreational facilities throughout the District.   
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PART 1:  METHODOLOGY AND STUDY CONTEXT 
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2. METHODOLOGY 

2.1. This section summarises the methodology used to undertake this strategy. 

PPG 17 COMPANION GUIDE (ODPM, 2002) 
2.2. The PPG17 Companion Guide provides guidance on how local authorities can 

successfully complete an audit of open space in the district or borough.  It emphasises 
that this is one option for completion of a PPG 17 study, and that variations to this 
approach can still produce an effective open space study.  The guide sets out the 
principles which underpin planning and delivery of high quality open space, a five-step 
process to undertaking local assessments, a framework for implementation of policies 
through the Local Development Framework process, and tools and techniques which 
local authorities may find useful to support the study.  It emphasises that open space 
deficiency can often be alleviated through the enhancement of existing open spaces, 
and that this should be considered prior to the creation of new open space.   

2.3. The Guide also emphasises that provision of recreational and open space facilities will 
not be the same in rural and urban areas, as there is a greater need for provision of 
such facilities in urban areas. As such, this open space strategy will consider the 
geographical / spatial distribution of open spaces, sport and recreational facilities 
when determining where improved provision may be needed.   

2.4. The guidance outlines five key attributes of open space and recreational facilities 
which should be considered when undertaking an open space study.  These are:  

• Accessibility - this is the first attribute to reflect the importance of ensuring the 
open space is accessible to the local community and user groups.  This should 
include sustainable access options such as footpaths and cycle paths. 

• Quality – This refers to the need for all sites to be ‘fit for purpose’.  This depends 
on the needs and expectations of the users, and the design and management of 
the site. 

• Multi-functionality – Sites should be managed and designed to perform various 
social and environmental functions.   

• Primary purpose – It is useful to identify a ‘primary purpose’ of open spaces, in 
order to focus and monitor its quality and the provision of the various open 
space functions within the community.  This promotes ‘fitness for purpose’ as 
outlined above.   

• Quantity – This is usually measured by the amount of provision, e.g. the area of 
recreational open space, or the number of facilities such as sports pitches or 
leisure centres. 

2.5. This study has followed the processes outlined within the PPG 17 Companion Guide. 
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SOUTH BUCKS CONTEXT 
2.6. To ensure an understanding of the specific needs of the district, information has been 

collated on the socio-economic context of South Bucks.  This information is 
summarised in Section 3 and also used throughout the analysis.  

POLICY AND STRATEGIC CONTEXT 
2.7. A review of the relevant national, regional and local planning policy was also 

undertaken in order to relate policy to the current status of open space within the 
district, and to facilitate an understanding of how this strategy fits with wider policy.  
The policy context is provided in Section 3 of this report. 

CONSULTATION 
2.8. The main purpose of carrying out consultation work is to identify and gain an 

understanding of: 

• People’s attitudes to the existing provision of open space, sports and recreational 
facilities 

• Their expectations and needs in relation to facilities/types of open space, sports 
and recreational facilities which are not currently provided 

• And to establish the community’s aspirations/vision for the type of open spaces 
they want to see in their areas in the future. 

2.9. The PPG 17 Companion Guide suggests that, in order to gain a comprehensive and 
realistic representation of the community’s needs and aspirations, the consultation 
work must: 

• Involve residents and people visiting/working in the district 

• Determine the needs of different groups within the community including both 
users and non-users 

• Be representative of the different types and levels of provision across the district 

2.10. PPG 17 states that the Government expects all local authorities to carry out an 
assessment of needs, which (as stated in Paragraph 2) as a minimum should cover ‘the 
differing and distinctive needs of the population for open space and built sports and 
recreational facilities’.

2.11. A suggested approach to the needs assessment work was developed by LUC to 
ensure the consultation methods used provided robust results from which 
conclusions could be drawn.  SBDC officers then completed the consultation 
exercises.    

2.12. The following approaches were used: 
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1. Self-completion questionnaire 

2. Focus groups/local workshops with a range of the community including 
hard to reach groups 

3. Consultation with Parish Councils 

SITE AUDITS 
2.13. Site audits were carried out for each site within the South Bucks District.  The site 

audit form was developed by LUC and was based around the themes of the Civic 
Trust’s Green Flag Award criteria.  The Green Flag Award is the national standard 
for parks and green spaces in England and Wales.  The themes and a brief description 
of each are set out below. 

1. A Welcoming Place 

Welcoming, good & safe access, signage, equal access for all 

2. Healthy, Safe and Secure 

Safe equipment & facilities, personal security, dog fouling, appropriate provision of 
facilities, quality of facilities 

3. Clean and Well Maintained 

Litter & waste management, grounds maintenance & horticulture, building & 
infrastructure maintenance, equipment maintenance 

4. Sustainability 

Environmental sustainability, pesticides, peat use, waste minimisation, arboriculture & 
woodland management 

5. Conservation and Heritage 

Conservation of nature features, wild flora & fauna, conservation of landscape features, 
conservation of buildings & structures 

6. Community Involvement 

Community involvement in management & development including outreach work, 
appropriate provision for the community 

7. Marketing 

Marketing & promotion, provision of appropriate information, provision of appropriate 
educational interpretation/information 

8. Management 

Implementation of management plan 

2.14. In order to assess consistently both the quality and the value of the sites being 
audited, the questions on the audit form were scored to facilitate the analysis which 
follows in later sections of this report.  The scoring system was then used as the 
basis for setting the quality standard and value thresholds for the district, as set out in 
Section 7. 

2.15. The scoring system is set out on an example site audit form available in Appendix 1.
The completed site audit forms are available in Appendix 2.
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DATABASE 
2.16. A comprehensive Microsoft Access database was developed to hold all of the 

information drawn from the site audits.  The database links to a GIS data set of the 
open space, sport and recreation sites, enabling analysis to be carried out both 
through a database front-end and spatially in GIS.   The database enables the 
information stored about each site to be accessed easily, and has the potential to be 
used as an ongoing management tool by SBDC.  

ANALYSIS 
2.17. A detailed analysis of the site audit results and other information was carried out in 

order to understand the provision of open space, sport and recreation 
facilities in both quantitative and qualitative terms. 

2.18. Section 5 provides a basic overview of this analysis and sets out some facts and 
figures about the provision.  Section 6 builds on this, setting out a detailed hierarchy 
for the analysis, and examining the key characteristics of sites within each level of the 
hierarchy.  Both of these sections are built upon to develop the standards which are 
proposed in Section 7. 

2.19. Section 8 applies these standards to the open space, sport and recreation facilities 
assessed (and their locality) and examines the output.  

DEVELOPING A VISION AND ACTION PLAN 
2.20. Finally, an overall strategy, a set of objectives and an action plan have been developed.  

District wide Actions and actions by Parish are detailed.  Site by site enhancement 
notes are included in Appendix 7. 
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3. POLICY AND STRATEGIC CONTEXT 

3.1. This section provides an overview of the policy and strategic context relevant in the 
development of the strategy.  The section begins with an overview of the socio-
economic, heritage and nature conservation context across the District.  National, 
Regional and Local planning policy are then examined and summarised followed by an 
analysis of other relevant strategies and plans. 

THE SOUTH BUCKS CONTEXT 
3.2.  Located in the South-East of England directly adjacent to Greater London, South 

Bucks District is the southern-most district in Buckinghamshire County.  As shown in 
Map 1 the district neighbours Wycombe and Chiltern Districts to the north and 
north-west, Three Rivers District to the north east, the London Borough of 
Hillingdon to the east and Slough and the Royal Borough of Windsor and Maidenhead 
to the south and south-west.  The district is divided into 12 parishes, as shown on 
the map. 

3.3. As at the 2001 census the district had a population of 61,9451, which was estimated 
to have risen to 63,000 in 2006, and is expected to rise gradually to around 63,200 in 
2010 before decreasing to 62,400 in 20212. Compared to neighbouring boroughs 
South Bucks has a relatively low population density (438 people per km2), and 
although a number of settlements with historic cores are located within the district, 
there is no major urban centre.  A number of large urban centres do however 
border the district, including Greater London, Slough, Maidenhead and High 
Wycombe. 

3.4. Key factors in terms of the demographic and socio-economic structure of the district 
are commented on below: 

3.5. In terms of age structure South Bucks has a slightly older population than many of 
the surrounding districts, with more people over 65 years old (16.5%) than the 
surrounding areas, and a relatively large proportion of people in the 45-64 age 
bracket, as shown in Figure 1. This figure also shows that the district has a 
relatively low proportion of people in the 20-44 age bracket, but a broadly similar 
number of children and young people aged 19 and under to the neighbouring local 
authorities.  

 
1 2001 Census, Key Statistics Table 001 for Output Areas 
2 South Bucks District Council Annual Monitoring Report 2005-2006 
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Figure 1: Age Structure of South Bucks and surrounding local authorities 
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3.6. In terms of households types, around 82% of households in the district are 
classified as ‘whole house or bungalow’ either detached, semi-detached or terraced.  
These household types are most likely to have access to their own private gardens.  
There are, however, small pockets of areas (including small areas of Wexham Parish 
on the border to Slough, and parts of Beaconsfield) where there is a much greater 
proportion of people living in flats or maisonettes where access to private gardens 
would be expected to be less. 

3.7. On the whole, South Bucks is a prosperous and attractive District.  In terms of 
social deprivation, 80% of the Super Output Areas within the District fall within 
the best 30th percentile nationwide3. However, there are a number of pockets of 
relative social deprivation, particularly in the South of the District adjoining the urban 
area of Slough. 

Heritage context 
3.8. The rich heritage of the District is evident in the number of historic and cultural 

designations, as shown in Map 2. South Bucks contains thirteen Registered Parks 
and Gardens, of which one (Cliveden) is listed at Grade 1, two are listed as Grade II*, 
and the remaining ten are listed as Grade II. 

3.9. The district contains eleven Scheduled Monuments, including Bulstrode Park Camp at 
Gerrards Cross, which is the largest hillfort in Buckinghamshire. 

3.10. There are 726 listed buildings in the district, including 20 listed at Grade 1, which 
show that they are buildings of exceptional interest.  There are 17 conservation areas 
distributed throughout the district.   

 
3 Index of Multiple Deprivation, 2004. 
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Nature conservation context 
3.11. Map 3 shows the sites which have been designated for nature conservation in the 

district.  South Bucks contains over 545ha of land designated as a Site of Special 
Scientific Interest (SSSI) distributed over ten sites.  One site (Burnham Beeches) is 
also designated at a European level, as a Special Area of Conservation (SAC).  
Burnham Beeches also contains the district’s only National Nature Reserve (NNR).  
There are seven Local Nature Reserves (LNRs) or parts of LNRs within the district, 
covering some 93ha. 

3.12. There are ten county wildlife sites within the district, of which five are grassland 
habitat and five are woodland habitat, including one ancient woodland site at Sutton’s 
Wood near Hedgerley.  In all there is 985ha of land identified as Ancient Woodland 
under Natural Englands habitat inventory. 

Sub-regional initiatives 
3.13. Map 4 shows the sub-regional initiatives relating to green infrastructure provision in 

South Bucks District including the North West London Green Arc, Colne Valley 
Regional Park and Thames River Corridor.  These initiatives are discussed in greater 
detail later in this section. 

PLANNING POLICY CONTEXT 

National 

Planning Policy Statement (PPS) 1:  Delivering Sustainable Development 
(ODPM, 2005) 

3.14. PPS1 supports the protection and enhancement of the quality of urban areas, and 
states that planning authorities should seek to maintain and improve the local 
environment and mitigate declining environmental quality through positive policies 
such as the conservation and provision of open space.  PPS1 encourages development 
plan policies to take into account the need to improve the natural and built 
environment, including the provision of good quality open space.  Additionally, PPS1 
states that planning authorities should seek to provide improved access to open 
space, and requires that plan policies support the promotion of health and wellbeing 
by making provision for physical activity.     

 

Planning Policy Statement (PPS) 3: Housing (DCLG, 2006) 

3.15. PPS3 aims to deliver housing developments in suitable locations which offer a range 
of community facilities.  PPS3 sets out good design principles, and encourages local 
planning authorities to consider whether proposed development will provide or 

Relevance to the South Bucks Open Space Strategy 
PPS1 provides national policy support for the maintenance, 
enhancement and provision of open space, and for provision of effective 
access networks in South Bucks. 
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enable good access to community and green and open amenity and recreational 
space, which should include play space, in addition to private outdoor space.  PPS3 
also outlines the importance of ensuring that children’s needs are considered where 
family housing is proposed, by ensuring that there is good provision of recreational 
areas, which should include play areas and informal play space.  It states that public 
space should be safe, secure and stimulating with pedestrian access.  

 

Planning Policy Statement (PPS) 9: Biodiversity and Geological Conservation 
(ODPM, 2005) 

3.16. PPS9 states that local authorities should aim to maintain habitat networks through 
policies in plans.  Networks should be protected, and this may be achieved through 
wider strategies for the protection of open space and access routes, including those 
in urban areas.  PPS9 also sets out the Government’s aim to enhance biodiversity in 
green spaces and among development so they are used by both wildlife and people.  

 

Planning Policy Guidance (PPG) 17: Planning for Open Space, Sport and 
Recreation (ODPM, 2002) 

3.17. PPG 17 requires that local authorities undertake an audit of the extent of open space 
within their district or borough.  Local authorities should aim to develop policies for 
the maintenance of existing or creation of new open spaces for public access, based 
on the findings of the Open Space Audit.  As a minimum, PPG 17 recommends that 
an open space study should include an audit covering the following: 

• Sports and recreational facilities; 

• The use of existing facilities; 

• Access in terms of location and cost; 

• Opportunities for new facilities and open space provision. 

Relevance to the South Bucks Open Space Strategy 
South Bucks Open Space Strategy should be sensitive to biodiversity 
considerations, and consider areas where recreation and nature 
conservation are compatible, such as habitat creation to link existing 
open spaces, and where the two functions are not compatible, such as 
at sites known to support particularly sensitive habitats and species. 

Relevance to the South Bucks Open Space Strategy 
The requirements of PPS3 should be applied in the South Bucks Open 
Space Strategy to ensure that new development in the district provides 
good pedestrian access to open spaces which are safe, secure and 
stimulating.  This could form a basis for the scope of open space 
standards for the district. 
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3.18. PPG 17 promotes a local approach to planning and managing open space provision, 
supported by a good understanding of the needs of the local community.  Extensive 
consultation is a requirement of a robust PPG 17 open space assessment, and this 
should be carried out with the public and representatives of the public, as well as key 
open space stakeholders and managers.  In line with this local approach PPG 17 
recommends that local authorities develop their own set of local open space 
provision standards, although it does not include guidance on the development of 
such standards.     

3.19. The long term aims of PPG 17 are to deliver networks of accessible, high quality 
open spaces and sport and recreation facilities; achieve an appropriate balance 
between creation of new and enhancement of existing open space facilities; and to 
provide clarity for developers and land owners in relation to open space provision 
requirements and expectations. 

3.20. PPG 17 also supports a more extensive network of accessible green spaces around 
towns.  PPG 17 is supported by a Companion Guide which provides advice on the 
key considerations for each of the four key stages of strategy preparation. 

 

Sustainable Communities: Building for the Future (ODPM, 2003) 

3.21. The Sustainable Communities Plan is a statutory document which outlines the 
Government’s approach to the provision of sustainable communities alongside the 
creation of the necessary infrastructure to support these new communities.  The Plan 
outlines government commitment to the promotion of more and better publicly 
accessible green space in and around our communities.  Given examples of this 
include networks of green spaces within towns and new country parks.  The Plan 
outlines the need for green corridors and wedges within and around urban areas to 
be given greater protection within the planning system.   

 

Relevance to the South Bucks Open Space Strategy 
The South Bucks Open Space Study should consider options for 
ensuring protection of green space through the planning system.  

Relevance to the South Bucks Open Space Strategy 
The South Bucks Open Space Strategy will be based on the 
requirements of PPG 17 and the Companion Guide.  This will include 
appropriate local consultation and identification of local standards for 
provision.   
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Regional and sub-regional 

The South East Plan 

3.22. The draft South East Plan4 sets out a vision for the future of the South East region to 
2026.  The draft Plan was submitted to government on 31 March 2006 and the 
examination in public ran from November 2006 to March 2007.  The inspector’s 
report was published by the Government Office for the South East in August 2007.  
This suggested a revised target of 1880 new homes for SBDC (compared to 1800 in 
the draft plan).  Until the South East Plan is adopted, RPG9 sets out regional planning 
policy for the South East.  

Coverage of open space/green infrastructure issues in the draft Plan 

3.23. The following policies of the draft Plan cover open space/green infrastructure issues: 

Policy BE1: Management for an Urban Renaissance 

3.24. This policy states that the concentration of development in the region’s urban areas 
will require significant improvements to the urban environment of many cities, towns 
and suburbs, making them more attractive places to live, work, shop, spend leisure 
time and invest.  Local authorities and their partners should, among other things, 
‘develop and implement public realm and open space strategies’ and ‘work closely with key 
service providers to ensure that physical, community, cultural and green infrastructure is 
planned and phased in accordance with planned development’. 

Policy S3: Supporting healthy communities 

3.25. Local Development Documents should embrace preventative measures to address 
the causes of ill health by reflecting the role the planning system can play in 
developing and shaping healthy sustainable communities, including, among other 
things, ‘Community access to amenities such as parks, open spaces, physical recreation 
activity, and cultural facilities’. 

Policy C4: Countryside access and rights of way management 

3.26. Local authorities, through Rights of Way Improvement Plans and other measures, 
should encourage access to the countryside, taking full advantage of the Countryside 
and Rights of Way Act 2000. 

 

4 South East England Regional Assembly (March 2006).  A Clear Vision for the South East: The South East Plan.  
Draft Plan for Submission to Government. 

Relevance to the South Bucks Open Space Strategy 
The preparation of this Strategy should consider how open space can be 
managed and created to help improve access to the countryside, and to 
contribute to urban renaissance in urbanised parts of the District.  
Health deprivation, particularly health issues affected by lack of exercise, 
should be considered in the identification of key areas for open space 
provision.   
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Sub-region: Western Corridor and Blackwater Valley 

3.27.  South Bucks District falls within the Western Corridor and Blackwater Valley Sub-
Region, which is identified within the Draft South East Plan as having a need to 
provide more affordable housing and to ensure that economic growth continues 
without increasing pressure on the natural environment. 

Local Plan context 
3.28. The South Bucks Local Plan was adopted in 1999.  This contains a number of policies 

in relation to open space, sports and recreation.  Of particular relevance are the 
following policies: 

• R1 – Protection of existing leisure and recreation facilities 

• R2 – Provision of leisure and recreation facilities in the developed areas 

• R3 (no longer extant) – Provision of leisure and recreation facilities in the Green 
Belt 

• R4 – Public open space provision in new residential developments 

• R7 (no longer extant) – Allotments 

• R9 and R10 – Golf courses, and Golf driving ranges 

• Appendix 3 – Minimum standards for public open space, outdoor sport and 
children’s play. 

3.29. Further policies of relevance relate to landscape and visual amenity (L7), nature 
conservation (C10 and C11) and community facilities (COM1 and COM2).  Policies 
L8, C12 and policies EP11 and EP12 in relation to water resources and flood 
protection, which would have been relevant to the Strategy, are no longer extant.  

3.30. Extant policies, and their relevance to the SBDC Open Space, Sports and 
Recreational Facilities Strategy are summarised in the table below.  It is also 
acknowledged by the planning authority that the Local Plan does not sufficiently cover 
S106 agreements, which must be reviewed in the emerging LDF. 

Table 1: South Bucks Local Plan policies 

Local Plan 
Policy number 

Policy summary Relevance to SBDC Open Space, 
Sports and Recreational Facilities 
Strategy 

L7: Protection of 
green space  

 

The policy sets out that planning 
permission will not be granted for 
proposals involving the loss, 
fragmentation or reduction in size of any 
Green Space identified on the proposals 
map. Proposals which would harm the 
visual amenities of Green Spaces or 
significantly diminish their function will 

The Strategy will help to identify which 
spaces are of most value, and which 
should be protected through LDF 
policy.  It may also identify spaces 
which are surplus to requirements. 
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Local Plan 
Policy number 

Policy summary Relevance to SBDC Open Space, 
Sports and Recreational Facilities 
Strategy 

not be permitted. 

C10: Key nature 
conservation 
sites, C11: Other 
conservation 
sites  

 

The Local Plan states that any proposal 
which would demonstrably adversely 
affect a site designated for nature 
conservation, or which supports a 
protected species, or which is not within 
the above categories but has significant 
conservation interest or is subject to a 
management agreement under Section 
39 of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 
1981 will not be allowed, and outlines 
the key considerations which the council 
take into account when assessing 
proposals.   

Open space enhancement and creation 
programmes must be considered 
against objectives for nature 
conservation and consider any potential 
impacts of increased recreation on 
nature conservation. 

R1: Protection of 
existing leisure 
and recreation 
facilities 

This policy would allow loss/change of 
use of land buildings currently/last used 
for leisure/recreation where it can be 
demonstrated that there is no longer a 
current and foreseeable need for such 
facilities or where acceptable alternative 
provision is made as part of the 
proposal)  

Supporting text to Policy R1 and 
Appendix 3 refers to the NPFA Six Acre 
Standard and other relevant standards.   

The analysis should test whether policy 
R1 is appropriate  

There is a need to consider whether 
alternative standards should be 
developed in light of the audit and 
analysis findings. 

 

R2: Provision of 
leisure and 
recreation 
facilities in 
developed areas 

Policy sets out criteria which proposals 
for leisure and recreation facilities in 
developed areas must meet.  These 
include protection of local amenity, 
appropriate design, accessibility and 
compliance with other policies in the 
plan, in particular in relation to parking 
provision and transport. 

This policy would guide future 
provision of facilities which may be 
identified as being required through the 
Strategy. 

R4: Public open 
space provision 
in new residential 
developments 

Policy R4 refers to provision of new 
open space in new residential 
developments, and possible need for 
planning obligations to secure this.   

Supporting text to Policy R4 notes that it 
would not be appropriate for the council 
to seek new developments to make 
provision for youth and adult use as set 
out in NPFA standards.  However it 
does require that new housing 
development has access to provision for 
children’s play, in line with NPFA 
standards.  The text indicates that 
developments over 1ha or with over 25 
dwellings should provide play space.  The 
level of provision would be influenced by 

The Open Space Strategy should refer 
to the NPFA (now the Fields in Trust) 
Six Acre Standard as example 
guidelines, however, the Strategy is 
looking at South Bucks open spaces, 
sport and recreational facilities in detail, 
and will therefore set locally derived 
standards to ensure sufficient levels of 
open space and play space in the future. 

The open space strategy will provide a 
comprehensive baseline of existing 
provision and an overall strategic guide 
to areas of deficiency in certain types of 
provision. 

There is a need to identify how LDF 
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Local Plan 
Policy number 

Policy summary Relevance to SBDC Open Space, 
Sports and Recreational Facilities 
Strategy 

the range and location of existing 
facilities within the catchment area of the 
new housing development.  Where 
sufficient and suitable open space is 
already available the Council will not 
require the developer to make further 
provision for play space.  Account will be 
taken of the need for such play space to 
be within safe and easy walking distance.  
Housing type is also given consideration 
(e.g. one bedroom flats or houses with 
gardens may have a lower requirement).  

policy/SPD should set out a 
requirement based the open space 
audit and analysis findings.  

The framework for delivery of new 
open space through the planning 
system requires review. 

 

R9: Golf courses 
& R10: Golf 
driving ranges 

 

Policy R9 identifies criteria against which 
proposals for new or extended golf 
courses will be permitted.  These include 
a requirement that proposals are 
situated outside designated landscapes, 
would not result in an over-
concentration of golf course facilities in 
any part of the District, would accord 
with nature conservation priorities, 
would not adversely affect local amenity, 
and would preserve or enhance public 
rights of way. 

Policy R10 sets out criteria for golf 
driving ranges which must be met for 
proposals in the Green Belt.  These 
include that the scheme must be of a 
small scale, would re-use existing 
buildings, and would not introduce 
visually intrusive features. 

These policies would guide future 
provision of facilities which may be 
identified as being required through the 
Strategy. 

COM1: Provision 
of community 
facilities and 
COM2: Loss of 
community 
facilities 

The policy outlines that proposals for 
community facilities will be permitted 
provided:  

• the facility would be located 
within the developed area; 

• it is in an accessible location 
likely to be able to meet the 
needs of its intended users; 

• the proposal would not 
adversely affect the character or 
amenities of the locality;  

• accordance with policy EP3 
(Use, Design and Layout of 
Development); 

• any extension would harmonise 
with the existing building;  

• the site would retain areas of 
open space adequate to meet 
needs likely to arise in 

These policies would guide future 
provision of facilities which may be 
identified as being required through 
the Strategy. 

The open space strategy will provide an 
analysis of existing community facilities, 
which should be referred to when 
considering the need for existing 
facilities and additional / new facilities. 
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Local Plan 
Policy number 

Policy summary Relevance to SBDC Open Space, 
Sports and Recreational Facilities 
Strategy 

connection with the proposed 
use; 

• suitable provision would be 
made for access for the 
disabled; 

• the proposal would comply with 
all the other policies in the Plan. 

 
Policy COM2 sets out circumstances in 
which a loss of community facilities may 
be allowed.  These include where a 
replacement facility would be provided, 
or where there is demonstrably no need 
for the facility. 

3.31. Also of particular relevance is Planning Guidance on Outdoor Playing Space in South 
Bucks (September 2000), which constitutes Supplementary Planning Guidance 
(described in summary box below). 

Summary of approach set out in SPG (2000) 

• The current SPG identifies that South Bucks is constrained due to 87% being 
Green Belt which can limit some forms of open space/sport/recreation within the 
Green Belt and also lead to dense development elsewhere with little room for new 
provision and pressures on existing provision. 

• It defines ‘outdoor playing space provision’, which is the focus for the SPG.  It 
excludes small areas of informal childrens’ play space and informal open space such 
as parkland, country parks, amenity areas and golf courses, school playing fields not 
subject to dual-use.  A list of such spaces is included under four typologies. 

• Existing provision is measured on a Parish by Parish basis.  At the time of 
publication the District as a whole exceeded the NPFA standard, but with a 
number of parishes falling below.  This pattern is mirrored when playing pitches are 
considered as a subset.  In terms of children’s outdoor equipped playgrounds all 
parishes were found to be deficient. 

• The deficiencies in relation to the NPFA standards are noted, along with a need for 
these to be used in conjunction with the local assessment of needs in the District 
(the results from this are not included in the SPG). 

• Facilities in the vicinity of a proposed site should be taken into consideration when 
considering required provision (no distance threshold is provided) 

• It is considered that provision above the NPFA standard is likely to be required 
across the District; the NPFA standard is used as a guide to the minimum level of 
provision. 

• New housing development is expected to make provision for Children’s play, but 
not other types of provision (e.g. youth/adult). 
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• Provision is limited to housing sites over 1ha and/or over 25 dwellings. 

• When identifying what is required consideration is given to the range and location 
of existing facilities (taking into account walking catchments to LAPS/LEAPS), the 
amount of garden space and number and type of units to be provided. 

LDF context 
3.32. The Core Strategy Preferred Options Document was published in September 

2006 (with public consultation running until late October 2006).  Further 
consultation will take place during summer 2008.  It is expected that the Examination 
will take place in 2009, with adoption scheduled for 2010. 

3.33. Beyond production of the Core Strategy the Council is preparing the following 
Development Plan Documents: 

• Generic Development Control Development Plan Document. It is 
anticipated that consultation on preferred options will take place in May/June 
2009, with adoption scheduled for 2011. 

• Land Allocations Development Plan Document. This will identify and 
allocate land to meet future development requirements in the District. This will 
focus largely on how the Council will meet its housing requirements, including 
the extent to which it is necessary to rely on windfall sites. It will also address 
other uses where there is a specific identified need that would be best dealt with 
through the identification of specific sites.  Evidence gathering is due to 
commence in 2010, with timescales for consultation and adoption yet to be 
determined.   

3.34. The March 2007 Local Development Scheme (LDS) notes that a future LDS will also 
consider whether a Local Development Document addressing infrastructure/S106 
requirements should be included at that stage. This will be considered once the 
Government has finalised its consideration of the S106 regime and other approaches 
(such as the Community Infrastructure Levy).  From discussions with the Council, it 
is considered likely that an SPD will be produced which will cover open space, leisure 
and recreation and other infrastructure provision.  This is likely to commence once 
the Core Strategy has been adopted, and will take account of work that other 
consultants are doing on other infrastructure. 

3.35. It is suggested that the approach to developer contributions for open space provision 
set out in the appendix to this document (Appendix 10) is in line with the 
Government’s ideas to date set out in the Communities and Local Government’s: 
Community Infrastructure Levy document published in January 2008 and could readily 
be adapted to comply with this approach.  The CLG document sets out the 
background to the CIL and elaborates on the provisions in the Planning Bill.  It 
explains how the CIL will operate, and that the Government will be continuing to 
develop the detail of the CIL in consultation with stakeholders.  Para 85 recognises 
that ‘many local planning authorities either have already developed standard chargers or are 
considering them.  The Government encourages them to continue this work, reflecting 
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current law and policy.  They should however bear in mind the new policy direction now 
being set out, so that they are ready to take advantage of the new power to charge CIL’. 

3.36. The Core Strategy Preferred Options Document covers open space, sport and 
recreation in a number of ways.   

• The Vision includes the need to enhance parts of the countryside and the 
Green Belt.  It also notes that all residents will have access to the services they 
need.   

• It includes a Spatial Objective ‘to protect and enhance important open spaces 
within urban areas, and provide linkages to important open spaces beyond the 
urban fringe’, as well as other objectives in relation to landscapes and biodiversity. 

• Preferred Policy Approach 1 - Promoting Sustainable Development 
includes an aim to promote development that ‘improves accessibility to 
community infrastructure, including shops, sports, leisure and open space’. 

• Preferred Policy Approach 13 - Green Belt policy recognises that essential 
outdoor sports and recreation may be appropriate. 

• Preferred Policy Approach Policy 22 - Community Infrastructure 
includes an approach to encourage provision of new community infrastructure 
including recreation facilities in appropriate, accessible locations.  The loss of such 
infrastructure will be resisted unless it can be clearly shown that the site is no 
longer needed or alternative provision is made elsewhere in a convenient 
location. 

• Preferred Policy Approach 28 - Securing infrastructure through 
planning obligations is a key policy approach.  The intention is to seek to enter 
into planning obligations with developers in order to prescribe the nature of a 
development, mitigate the impact of a development or compensate for loss or 
damage created by a development.  Open space is specifically referred to in 
relation to the latter.  The supporting text notes that the delivery mechanism will 
be S106 agreements and potentially an SPD on Planning Obligations.  In terms of 
monitoring it notes that this will include ‘amount of open space secured from 
development of 25 or more units’. 

• Preferred Policy Approach 15, 21 and 25 - The Core Strategy also includes 
draft policies in relation to specific recreation resources: Colne Valley Park 
(Policy 15), River Thames (Policy 21) and Dorney Rowing Lake (Policy 25). 

RELEVANT STRATEGIES AND PLANS 

Regional/County 

Buckinghamshire Sustainable Community Strategy 2005-2008 

3.37. The Buckinghamshire Community Strategy provides the framework for joint action 
by the public, private and voluntary organisations in the county.  The strategy aims to 
promote the development of sustainable communities within Buckinghamshire as 
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places where people want to live and work, now and in the future.  The strategy is 
structured around the following eight themes which together describe how 
sustainable communities will be promoted. 

1. Quality of Life for Children and Young People 
2. Quality of Life for Older People 
3. Safe Communities 
4. Cohesive Communities 
5. Healthy Communities 
6. Prosperous Communities 
7. Accessible Communities and Transport 
8. Superb Environment 

The Landscape Plan for Buckinghamshire 2001 

3.38.  The Buckinghamshire Landscape Plan was produced to help fulfil the County 
Council’s commitment to provide a ‘comprehensive countywide framework for landscape 
renewal’. The Plan has a vision for ‘A productive and sustainable rural landscape retaining 
its essential character, local distinctiveness and quality’, which is supported by seven aims 
focusing on the conservation, management, protection and enhancement of 
landscapes; the promotion of public awareness and enjoyment; the creation of 
information databases; and the development of partnerships. The Landscape Plan 
comprises two documents: 

• Part 1 - Landscape Character Assessment:  
- This provides a comprehensive assessment of the landscape within 

Buckinghamshire, including detail of all the designated landscape areas, and 
sets out the plan’s visions and aims. 

- It identifies 8 landscape character areas and 13 landscape character zones. 
 

• Part 2 - Landscape Conservation and Management: this is a partnership document 
that covers the practical measures that are required to care for and strengthen 
Buckinghamshire’s landscape character. 

Buckinghamshire and Milton Keynes Historic Landscape Characterisation 2006 

3.39. The Buckinghamshire and Milton Keynes Historic Landscape Characterisation (HLC) 
has been designed with an aim to develop a consistent model of the historic 
landscape, which can be used to plan and improve the management of the County’s 
landscape. The HLC of Buckinghamshire includes a Historic Landscape Profile for the 
South Bucks District, which identifies a high proportion of historic parks and gardens 
in the District, as well as the highest proportion of recreational areas of any district. 
The use of HLC provides an integrated historic environment assessment, which can 
contribute to green infrastructure planning.  

Buckinghamshire Environmental Character System (BECS) 

3.40. The Buckinghamshire Environmental Character System (BECS), in the process of 
being developed by the County Council and key partners, aims to combine historic 
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and natural environment assessments with landscape characterisation to provide an 
integrated system for assessing environmental sensitivity and managing change. 

Buckinghamshire County Council Rights of Way Improvement Plan 2007-2011 

3.41. As a Local Highway Authority, Buckinghamshire County Council is responsible, under 
Section 60 of the Countryside and Rights of Way Act (CRoW) 2000, to produce a 
Rights of Way Improvement Plan (RoWIP). The Plan assesses how much local public 
rights of way meet the present and likely future needs of the public, and the 
opportunities provided by local public rights of way for exercise and other forms of 
outdoor recreation and leisure. The vision for the strategic plan seeks to expand, 
manage and promote a network of routes and open spaces to enhance safe and 
sustainable access to Buckinghamshire’s countryside for all. To achieve this, the Plan 
sets out aspirations for the plan period 2007-2011, based around 8 key themes: 

1. Mapping the network  
2. Looking after the network 
3. Creating new links 
4. Knowing where to go 
5. Looking after you and the environment 
6. Rights of Way for everyone 
7. Delivering the Corporate Agenda 
8. Working in Partnership 

The public consultation period for the Plan ended on October 31st 2007. 

Buckinghamshire and Milton Keynes Biodiversity Action Plan 2000-2010 

3.42. The Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) has been produced by the Buckinghamshire 
Nature Conservation Forum in response to the UK BAP, setting out a framework for 
action to conserve the County’s wildlife by targeting resources for appropriate 
habitat management and large-scale habitat restoration. The plan also seeks to 
increase existing biodiversity resources and reverse the effects of habitat 
fragmentation. The BAP identifies a number of Habitat and Species Action Plans that 
are based upon priorities for conservation and enhancement within the County, with 
each plan setting out a series of actions and targets for delivery. The BAP identifies a 
number of broad objectives for a range of habitats, including: 

• Strengthening of policy and legislation to ensure full recognition and 
protection of wildlife resources; 

• Safeguarding of existing semi-natural habitats, preventing further losses and 
encouraging restoration and creation; 

• Establishing data on species and habitats; 

• Raising awareness of habitats and species. 

3.43. The BAP has undergone a review in 2007 by the Buckinghamshire and Milton Keynes 
Biodiversity Partnership. Targets were revised in order to make them measurable 
and achievable. In addition, definitions of BAP priority habitats and broad habitats 
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have been revised in the UK BAP leading to amendment to the Habitat Action Plans 
included in the Buckinghamshire & Milton Keynes BAP. Following encouragement 
from Natural England, the review also aimed to ensure that ‘designated sites and 
priority habitats are viewed within the context of the wider landscape and opportunities for 
physically connecting them are given high priority’. This enabled mapping of opportunity 
areas to apply BAP targets to specific parts of the landscape (refer to Map 3). 27 
areas of opportunity were identified in Buckinghamshire and Milton Keynes with 5 of 
these located in South Bucks including: 

 
• South Bucks heaths and parklands 
• Colne Valley 
• Thames Valley 
• Central Chilterns chalk rivers 
• Gomm Valley  

Buckinghamshire Sports Facilities Strategy (June 2007) 

3.44. The Buckinghamshire Sports Facilities Strategy provides an overview of the current 
countywide provision of specific typologies of facilities and assesses the current and 
future need of provision for each of the four District Councils.  In addition, methods 
to tackle deficiencies identified in the Strategy are investigated, including the 
utilisation of facilities within neighbouring authorities.  The facilities are classified 
under the typologies of sport halls, swimming pools, synthetic turf pitches and 
athletics tracks.   

3.45. The findings for the provision of sport facilities within the South Bucks district 
indicate the following: 

� Sport Halls – There is an adequate provision of public access facilities located in 
Beaconsfield and Iver, with additional facilities in neighbouring Slough.  Further 
sport halls are available for community / club access, all of which are situated on 
school sites. 

� Swimming Pools – Limited access facilities are provided, however, there are no 
pay and swim facilities.  The district is reliant on the provision of swimming pools 
by schools and facilities within the neighbouring towns of Slough and Maidenhead.  

� Synthetic turf pitches – Two pitches are provided but are within schools, 
there are not any pay and play facilities within the district.  Publicly accessible 
facilities are provided in the neighbouring authorities of the London Borough of 
Hillingdon and Royal Borough of Windsor and Maidenhead. 

� Athletics – There are no significant facilities for athletics within South Bucks.  
Facilities are provided in the nearby towns of Maidenhead, Uxbridge and Eton.  

3.46. The Strategy states that South Bucks is well provided for in terms of the key sport 
facilities and future investment should concentrate on refurbishment, replacement, 
extension and adaptation of existing facilities rather than new provision.  However, 
the Strategy is a quantitative and not a qualitative assessment and includes facilities 
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that are not totally freely accessible to the general public at all times i.e. community / 
club access.  

Colne Valley Regional Park Actions and Vision 2006-2009 

3.47. One of the key aims of the Colne Valley Regional Park is to provide accessible 
facilities and opportunities for countryside recreation which does not compromise 
the need to protect and conserve the nature and resources of the Park. The Action 
Plan, developed by the Colne Valley Partnership, sets out strategic actions over a 
three year period to deliver the aims of the Park. The Partnership has also played a 
key role in developing the North West London Green Arc in which the Park is 
centrally located.  

3.48. With regards to the provision of open space, Action: A bridge to the country states the 
need to improve the network of footpaths, cycleways and bridleways alongside the 
creation of new public rights of way throughout the Park. Action: A health centre states 
the need to improve accessibility of the network of footpaths in the Park and 
promote activities that can be undertaken in the Park, as a way of providing a more 
accessible countryside and green space infrastructure close to where people live and 
work.   

North West London Green Arc 

3.49. The Green Arc is a strategic initiative aimed at significantly improving the 
environment and accessibility of the Green Belt by linking existing open spaces such 
as parks, nature reserves, rivers and woodlands by a network of natural corridors to 
improve access for both people and wildlife. The North West London Green Arc 
covers parts of the countryside from Watling Chase Forest in the east to the River 
Thames in the south and the Chilterns AONB in the north. Such an approach 
encourages landowners to work together rather than in isolation, enabling larger 
areas of land to be protected, as well as acting as a barrier to landscape 
fragmentation. The Arc is currently in the early stages of development.  

Towards a Strategic Framework for Green Infrastructure in Buckinghamshire 
(Technical Report May 2007) 

3.50. The overarching vision for the development of green infrastructure in 
Buckinghamshire is to provide a multi-functional network of semi-natural and man-
made green spaces and green links that is of high quality and accessible by all who 
live, work and play in the County. One of the key objectives for the green 
infrastructure network is to connect urban areas with the surrounding countryside 
via green corridors, in order to provide opportunities for communities to access a 
variety of green spaces on their doorstep and the wider countryside.  

3.51. Green Infrastructure Investment Action Area 3 – High Wycombe and South Bucks 
identifies major strategic assets in the area that can contribute to green infrastructure 
resources, in addition to key strategic issues, needs and opportunities in the Action 
Area. Such issues include the provision of larger areas of accessible green space; the 
increased demands for use of accessible green space in the area from communities 
outside of Buckinghamshire; the high conservation value and vulnerability to excessive 
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visitor pressure, and; opportunities for continuing to enhance the character of the 
Colne Valley. These issues and opportunities are shown on the proposed Framework 
Plan for the High Wycombe and South Bucks Action Area (Appendix 3), which 
identifies key access hubs and links for proposed and existing accessible green spaces. 
Land designated as having a strategic opportunity to create new green infrastructure 
within South Bucks includes: 

• South of Beaconsfield 

• Beaconsfield/Gerrards Cross Area 

• Colne Valley Regional Park North & South 

• Cliveden/Burnham Beeches Area 

• North of Slough 

• Jubilee River 

• River Thames Corridor 

• South Bucks and Heaths and Parklands 

Local 

Neighbouring Open Space Strategies 

3.52. The table below summarises current strategies prepared by neighbouring authorities. 

District Title of 
document 

Author Date 
adopted

Main findings/issues affecting South 
Bucks 

Aylesbury DC Cultural Facilities 
Audit and Needs 
Assessment 

Torkildsen 
Barclay Leisure 
Consultants 

2004 Generally quantity not such an issue, 
more about distribution and the balance 
between local provision and district 
provision especially play. 
E.g. Villages – Recreation grounds too 
small to act as multifunctional open 
spaces & often not central to village. 
Some have no recreation ground and 
some of the larger villages have 1x larger 
site with no other smaller open spaces. 

Chiltern DC Open Space, Sport 
and Recreation 
Facilities Audit and 
Needs Assessment 

(Note:  DC produced 
subsequent Open 
Space and 
Recreational Strategy 

Torkildsen 
Barclay Leisure 
Consultants 

Jan 2006 The audit and needs assessment 2005 
illustrated that Chiltern area has 
significant provision of recreational 
facilities and open space however 
consultation showed general perception 
is that there is limited provision. 
2x significant areas of need 
identified = children’s playground 
and youth facilities. (Also changing 
rooms/pavilions need replacement)

CDC set up strategy group to consider 
findings of 05 assessment to inform 
development of OS Strategy which 
includes a District wide action plan and 



SBDC Open Space, Sports and Land Use Consultants 
Recreational Facilities Strategy May 2008 

28

District Title of 
document 

Author Date 
adopted

Main findings/issues affecting South 
Bucks 

in Nov 2006 
informed by 
assessment plus 
consultation.) 

parish specific plans.  District wide 
actions include: 
• Develop new astro-pitch 
• Introduce mobile youth facilities 
• Developing play strategy 
• Developing woodland and open 

space mgt framework. 
(Analysis reporting is by settlement type 
and open space/facility typology. 
There is no overall summary which 
states the District’s overall 
surpluses/deficiencies. 

Wycombe DC Open Space Study Scott Wilson 2005 Quantity – 2.16ha of formal open space 
per 1000 population (versus 2.4ha NPFA 
standard) 
Quality – The poorest quality sites were 
concentrated in 4 main areas (incl. 3 
neighbourhoods of High Wycombe) – 
these mainly being formal provision of 
parks, play, sport. 
Key issues – Play, signage, maintenance 
universal issues across sites audited. 
(Sports and greens/commons varied in 
condition and were identified as not 
fulfilling their potential.) 

Slough BC PPG17 Sport, 
Recreation and 
Open Space Study 

Strategic 
Leisure Ltd 

Oct 2005 166ha of parks 
Uneven distribution (one ward with no 
parks) and variability in quality but across 
District average score good. 
(Note: this document is informing the Slough 
Open Spaces Strategy which is being 
developed)

LB Hillingdon Green Spaces 
Strategy 

Green Spaces 
Team, 
Environmental 
Services 
Group?? 

Nov 
2002 

 Approx 9% of borough is public open 
space (although no detailed assessment 
carried out).  Generally green image 
helped by presence of canals, mown 
areas in housing areas, golf courses, 
green corridors etc. 
Maps help understand relationship – 
some obvious links e.g. Denham Lock 
SSSI/Frays Farm Meadow next to 
Denham Country Park. 
The strategy is set out under 8 themes 
identified through consultation including:
Green links, working with communities, 
promoting open space, young people, 
(lack of youth provision and vandalism 
issue), community safety, use for 
sport/recreation, nature conservation, 
health and education. 

Royal 
Borough of 
Windsor and 
Maidenhead 

 Building on an audit of Public Open 
Space and playing pitches in 2002, the 
Royal Borough of Windsor and 
Maidenhead are in the process of 
preparing a PPG17 compliant strategy.  
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South Bucks Community Plan 

3.53. The South Bucks Community Plan 2006-2016 has been developed by the South Bucks 
Partnership.  The South Bucks Partnership is formed of individual organisations within 
the District to ensure a more effective co-ordination of services.  The partnership 
brings together local authorities, parishes, health, and the police along with 
representatives from education, business, youth, faith and voluntary sectors. 

3.54. The Community Plan supports the Buckinghamshire Sustainable Community Strategy 
2005-2008 with the vision to improve the quality of life in South Bucks for all 
residents through achieving the following: 

• Falling crime and fear 
• Greater community pride and a sense of belonging 
• A sustainable and thriving community 
• Green space, character and the environment of the District preserved and 

enhanced 
• Public services flexible and meeting diverse needs of the community  
• Improving health and well-being, especially for those in deprived groups 
• Improvements in traffic congestion, road safety and public transport 

3.55. Preserving and enhancing the District’s green space, character and environment is an 
important element to achieve the vision.  At present the District is formed of large 
areas of attractive countryside and 87% of the District is Green Belt.  However, parts 
of the countryside are in need of enhancement and towns and villages are subject to 
greater pressure for development.  District wide consultation revealed that there is 
strong support for environmental initiatives and delivery of the Community Plan aims 
to ensure that: 

• Strong policies are maintained to protect Green Belt from inappropriate 
development 

• Improvements to damaged land are undertaken without the need for 
inappropriate development in the Green Belt 

• The overall character of towns and villages are protected whilst recognising and 
supporting appropriate development 

• A range of other initiatives are supported, which have a bearing on the character 
and the environment, including the designation of new Conservation Areas and 
proactive support to reduce waste going to land fill. 

South Bucks ‘Lets Play’ Play Strategy, 2007 

3.56. The South Bucks Play Strategy aims to raise the awareness of the value and need for 
play for young people and highlights the strategic needs for play in the community.  
An audit was carried out to assess the current provision for play in the District and 
identify the needs of the community.  The Strategy identified gaps in play provision in 
South Bucks, including: 

• Limited number of facilities that people can walk to 
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• Public transport is infrequent and unreliable limiting accessibility to existing play 
facilities. 

• Lack of provision for children with special needs 

3.57. The action plan includes: 

• Adding/placing accessible play equipment and sensory equipment in a number of 
play areas across the District and ensuring all new facilities are accessible for all 
(as guided by the Open Space, Sports and Recreational Facilities Strategy.). 

• Working to improve public transport 

South Bucks DC Landscape Character Assessment, 2003 

3.58. The South Bucks Landscape Character Assessment is based upon previous 
assessments carried out by the Countryside Agency and Buckinghamshire County 
Council in order to assess and establish the current landscape and any sub-zones in 
the District. Topography, landscape elements, field patterns, woodland and 
settlement patterns have been identified and mapped in the Assessment, revealing 
landscape character sub-zones. Identified zones in South Bucks include agricultural 
plateau, agricultural valley, Colne lowland plain, Colne Valley floodplain, Dorney 
Taplow floodplain, fringe lowland plain, parkland plateau, parkland upland plain and 
wooded upland plain.  

South Bucks DC Accessibility and Infrastructure Study, 2006 

3.59. The purpose of this study has been to inform the preparation of the Core Strategy of 
the LDF in terms of the level of and accessibility to existing infrastructure services 
and facilities in the District.  As such, the Study has formed part of the evidence base 
for the development of Preferred Policy Approach 22: Community Infrastructure in 
the Core Strategy Preferred Options, as mentioned in paragraph 3.36.  Information 
provided from this Study can be referred to when assessing accessibility to cultural 
and recreational facilities as part of the Open Space Strategy. 

 Appropriate Assessment South Bucks Core Strategy Preferred Options 
Document, May 2007 

3.60. The Appropriate Assessment report considers the effects of the Core Strategy 
Preferred Options on the Special Area of Conservation (SAC) within the Local 
Planning Area, and SAC’s and Special Protection Areas (SPA) within 15-25 kilometres 
from the centre of the District, which include: South West London Water Bodies 
SPA, Windsor Forest Great Park SAC, Chilterns Beech Woodlands SAC excluding 
Ashridge Woods and Commons SSSI and Burnham Beeches SAC.  The report 
concluded that policies need to enhance and protect the sites, and specifically to 
ensure that new development is located away from European sites.  The impact on 
Burnham Beeches was considered low, but extra mitigation measures were 
recommended to ensure the long-term protection of the site.  These measures 
include: providing open recreational space that is not in close proximity to the SAC 
to reduce recreational pressure, protecting a greenbelt buffer zone around the site, 
and addressing air quality and use of the A355 bordering the site. 
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PART 2:  ASSESSMENT AND AUDIT OF PROVISION 
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4. EXISTING LOCAL NEEDS - CONSULTATION 

4.1. The results arising from the self-completion questionnaire, the focus groups and the 
Parish Council Consultation is summarised in this section.  Open spaces / facilities 
refer to all open spaces, sport and recreational facilities 

KEY FINDINGS FROM CONSULTATION 

1. Self-completion questionnaire responses 

General profile of respondents 

4.2. A questionnaire was developed by LUC and SBDC (see Appendix 4).  A total of 577 
responses were received by the closing date of May 2007.  A summary of results 
follows.   

4.3. The majority of those who responded were female (approximately 60%/40% 
female/male split).  Most of respondents were over the age of 25, with the under 16s 
accounting for just 1.7% and the 16-24s accounting for 3.5%.  A more balanced 
response pattern from other age groups was noted with 25-44 year olds accounting 
for 26.7%, 45-54 year olds amounting to 27.4% and 55-64 year old accounting for 
19.20% of responses.  Those of 65 years of age or over amounted to 20.30% of the 
respondents.  Over 80% considered open spaces/ facilities to be very beneficial.   

4.4. The ethnic background of the respondents is summarised in Table 2 below. 

Table 2: Ethnic background of consultation respondents 

No reply/do not wish to say 3.9%

Indian 2.40%
Pakistani 0.20%
Bangladeshi - 
Any other Asian background 0.50%
Caribbean - 
African 0.20%

Any other Black background - 
Chinese 0.50%
White and Black Carribbean 1.20%
White and Black African 0.30%
White and Asian 0.30%
Any other mixed background 0.20%

British 83.70%
Irish 1.40%
Any other White background 4.20%
Other ethnic background 1.00%

4.5. 5% of respondents were disabled with 2.4% not wishing to reply.   
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4.6. Small numbers of respondents stated that they do not visit open spaces / facilities 
because they visit open spaces/ facilities outside the South Bucks Area (8 responses), 
because the open space/ facility is too far (4 responses) or because there was a lack 
of facilities on offer (5 responses). 

Visit information 

4.7. A high proportion of respondents use open spaces / facilities 2-4 times each week 
(28.42%) with a good proportion visiting once a week (22.01%) or once a month 
(18.37%).  Some reported that they use open spaces / facilities between 4-8 times 
each week (15.77%) and others 8 or more times each week (5.20%).   

4.8. Black Park, Burnham Beeches, Evreham Sports Centre and Langley Park were 
reported as the most frequently visited open spaces/ facilities in the District.   

4.9. The main reasons for visiting open spaces/ facilities in South Bucks were recorded as 
exercise (137 responses); sport and recreation (121 responses); nice place to visit 
(92 responses); dog walking (62 responses) and walking (63 responses).   

4.10. 57.37% of those visiting open spaces/ facilities spent 1-2 hours at their destination 
with 16.81% spending 2-3 hours and 13.86% spending less than an hour.   

Safety and security 

4.11. 81.63% of respondents felt very safe or fairly safe in open spaces/ facilities.  36.05% of 
people stated that large groups of youths around the facilities made them feel unsafe, 
with vandalism (15.08%), lack of lighting at night (14.90%) and lack of staff on duty 
(11.96%) being key secondary factors.   

4.12. Various other reasons for feeling unsafe were recorded with commonly occurring 
themes including the presence of dogs (particularly strays or uncontrolled animals), 
feeling isolated and poor standards of maintenance (including litter, uncut grass, and 
heavy undergrowth).   

Modes of travel 

4.13. The majority (471 people) of people questioned used a car to travel to their open 
space/ facility destination with walking proving to be the second most popular 
method of travel (304 people).  118 used bikes to travel to their destination.  Travel 
times are often recorded as up to 10 minutes (338 people) with 10-15 minutes being 
the second most frequent time banding (111 people).   

Barriers to access 

4.14. Busy roads (e.g. M40, A 40, A355, B412) are the most common response in answer 
to what obstacles there are to access open spaces/ facilities and the lack of safe 
crossings appears to be a notable barrier to access in the District.  Table 3 and 
Table 4 show the responses to the Questions 18 and 19 of the questionnaire.
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Use of open spaces / facilities outside the District 

4.15. Well over half of the respondents reported that they used open space/ facilities 
outside of the South Bucks District area.  Commonly named open spaces included 
Windsor Great Park and other ‘destination’ spaces including National Trust 
Properties.  Upton Court, a large open space in Slough also received several 
mentions.  The other main reason for visiting facilities outside the District was to visit 
indoor sports facilities, particularly swimming pools with Windsor Leisure Centre, 
Langley Leisure Centre (Slough), Montem Leisure Centre (Slough) and Magnet 
Leisure Centre (Royal Borough of Windsor and Maidenhead) being mentioned 
frequently.   52.51% of respondents said that they knew of people from outside the 
District who use open spaces/ facilities within South Bucks.   

Improvements and opportunities 

4.16. 37.7% of people questioned suggested that there were things that would make them 
visit, visit more often or stay for longer.  In response to what would make 
respondents visit, visit more often or stay for longer the following were highlighted as 
recurring issues: 

• A greater number and better quality of café and toilet facilities in open spaces is 
required.  Amongst those sites mentioned were Iver Heath Recreation Ground, 
Langley Park, and improvements to Black Park facilities.   

• Charges for car parking at open spaces are considered as expensive and cited as a 
barrier to access with many believing that there should be no charge.  Black Park 
and Langley Park were often mentioned.   

• Improvements required to enhance access included better cycle routes and 
improved public transport to and between open spaces and facilities with cycle 
routes between Iver Recreation Ground/Iver Heath and Denham Country Park 
mentioned as specific opportunities.  General improvements to paths including 
provision of easy access/all weather surfacing was highlighted.  Gates are 
currently preventing wheelchair access to some basic facilities (e.g. Stoke Poges 
Recreation Ground).   

• Greater provision for children’s play and/or improvement of existing facilities. 

• Greater provision of open space site furniture is required including benches 
(particularly near play areas), lighting, dog bins and BBQs.  

• Provision of dog free picnic areas. 

• Over 20 people reported the need for a local swimming pool/leisure centre with 
the possibility of enhancing or expanding existing centres as an opportunity.   

• Improvements at existing sports facilities are required including exercise 
equipment, improved changing facilities and better use and promotion of existing 
space (the Evreham and Beacon Centres were mentioned).   

• Improvements to interpretation, signage and marketing of facilities are needed.   
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4.17. 65% of respondents believed that improvements/additions in open spaces and other 
facilities are required.   

4.18. When asked what improvements they would most like to see respondents repeated 
many of the issues that were raised when they were asked what would make them 
stay longer (see above).  The key issues raised were: 

• Many requests for a local swimming pool within the South Bucks District (37 
responses). 

• Improvements to the standards of management and maintenance are considered a 
high priority. 

• Additional and better quality/more varied play areas for young children are often 
mentioned. 

• There is considered to be a lack of facilities for youths throughout the District 
and large groups ‘hanging out’ are considered a threat by much of the community.  
Challenging recreational facilities, skate parks and a ‘young rangers’ scheme were 
mentioned as possible solutions.   

• Additional site furniture in open spaces throughout the District is required with 
benches, litter and dog bins, and signage often being requested.   

• Security is considered a key issue and some suggested solutions including lighting, 
CCTV and additional patrols by police or wardens.   

• Additional and enhanced toilets and café facilities are required. 

• Parking is considered expensive and free parking or subsidised parking for South 
Bucks residents is considered a priority.   

• General enhancements to access are required, particularly in terms of 
wheelchair/buggy access through impassable gates, lack of disabled parking and 
inappropriate path surfacing.   In addition requests for cycle paths appear 
frequently.   

• Improvements to the marketing of facilities and activities are needed. 

• There are several requests for additional or enhanced sporting facilities including 
changing rooms and tennis courts.   

2. Focus Groups 
4.19. Focus group discussions were held by South Bucks District Council on 31/05/2007 

involving the following groups: 
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Table 5: Groups and organisations involved in focus group discussions 

1. Iver and District Countyside Association. 
2. Burnham Tennis Association. 
3. Holtspur Bank local nature reserve. 
4. L&Q Beacon Homes 
5. South Bucks Disabled Riding Group 
6. Richings Park Sports Club. 
7. Burnham Access Group 
8. South Bucks and Chiltern Disabled Access group 
9. Burnham Community Association  
10. Burnham Health Promotion Trust 
11. Farnham Royal Parish Council  
12. Beaconsfield Town Council 
13. Chiltern Society 
14. Farnham Common sports club 
15. Taplow Rail Users Group 
16. Taplow & Hitcham Recreation Grounds Association 

4.20. A summary of results are arranged by the themes that emerged from discussions: 

Over 60’s groups 

4.21. This group identified that halls for activities such as dancing are important for physical 
exercise and providing social opportunities.  Travel for group visits is often by bus so 
facilities such as parking, toilets and a café were identified as priorities.   

Disabled groups 

4.22. Whilst disabled groups did not want the countryside to become ‘clinical’ it was 
stressed that better access was required in some part of the District.  There are 
often barriers to accessing open spaces (e.g. kissing gates) and it was identified that 
Public Rights of Way and open spaces should be better managed with this in mind.  
The Jubilee River walks were thought to be well designed for disabled access but 
some of the bluebell walks were problematic in terms of access.   

Youth groups 

4.23. There is a perception that teenagers ‘hanging out’ are a problem, particularly in more 
wealthy areas of the District.  The general feeling was that there is a lack of facilities 
for teenagers (particularly mid-teens) and facilities such as the Burnham Park MUGA 
and the mobile skate board park recently acquired by the District Council were seen 
as positive additions.  Those present suggested that supervision of such facilities 
would be required and that more youth workers were required to kick start 
projects.  Vandalism was raised as an issue.   

4.24. There were requests for more BMX tracks and skate parks and a general focus on 
provision for the younger age group.  More risky and thrilling activities were 
considered positive as they provide a challenge.  The general location of scout huts in 
relation to proximity to social areas, council estates, tenant housing etc. was 
questioned.   
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Sports facilities/ clubs 

4.25. It was found that smaller sports clubs are struggling to recruit members and visitors 
and that some struggle in terms of raising sufficient finance and funding.  Additional 
advice on how to secure funding, promote facilities and how to forge links with the 
Bucks County Sports initiatives were identified as issues.  The implications of refusing 
planning permission for floodlights was raised as such decisions result in facilities (e.g. 
Burnham Grammar School) not being used to their full potential.   

Health 

4.26. It was noted that there was a need to encourage cycle use and that there was a lack 
of suitable cycle paths and that perhaps a promotional leaflet would be required.  
Establishment of more positive links to public transport was seen as an opportunity 
to encourage use of open spaces and facilities.  The Burnham Health Promotion 
Trust was highlighted as a good example of an organisation prepared to invest in play 
equipment in the area (e.g. Burnham Park).  The existing ‘Simply Walk’ programme 
promotes use of open spaces throughout Bucks County, including a number in South 
Bucks e.g. in Burnham, Taplow and Dorney.   

General comments and suggestions 

• More sport field facilities are needed but the planning process is seen as a barrier, 
for example no hard surface tennis courts are allowed in the Green Belt.    

• Cliveden ‘village’ (a new development) is being built but has no on site sports/ 
play/ doctor, and will have an impact on local infrastructure – roads, parks etc.   
This is also happening in areas such as Beaconsfield where large apartment blocks 
are being built but no Section 106 funding is obtained for sports/ play etc. 

• More promotion of local facilities for local people is required. 

• Preparation of access audits by Parish was suggested.  

• It was suggested that the District could usefully provide more information or 
advice on the following items: 

o suitable walks for certain groups – e.g. wheelchair users etc. 

o grant funding that is available for sports facilities.   e.g. Primary Care 
Trusts. 

o advertising and flyers to attract people to events 

• The District Council should work with Parishes more to defend the Green Belt 
and local green spaces, and encourage their use/ provide funding and 
infrastructure with the County Council. 

• More ownership is needed by local communities so that they respect the site. 

• Fishing should be encouraged in certain areas.   
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• There are more funding opportunities to be tapped into – e.g. Landfill tax 

• Membership fees are high due to lack of funding and insurance costs are high. 

• More linkages of bridleways etc. is seen as an opportunity.   

Site or Parish specific comments and suggestions 

• Burnham Tennis Association has good disabled parking and access but requires 
sports facilities for the disabled.   

• Farnham Royal parish is underused for sports – there is potential for more e.g. in 
Farnham Park Sports Fields.   Potential for swimming pool was mentioned.   

• L & Q Beacon (Housing Association) has carried out work in Farnham Common 
and Denham, including a land swap in Denham to create recreational facilities.   
Parking issues are considered a problem.   

• Denham as a whole is lacking in family play facilities.  There was a request to 
provide play equipment for the 4-7 year old plus younger siblings near to Denham 
Village Infant School. 

3. Consultation with Parish Councils 
4.27. All 12 Parish Councils within South Bucks District were sent postal questionnaires 

which were followed up by one to one meetings with the Parish Clerk to review and 
confirm the mapping of sites.  In addition each Parish was asked if there are enough 
open space and recreational facilities and if there were improvements required.  The 
responses received are summarised below: 

Burnham Parish Council 

• The tennis club have submitted a planning application for a fourth tennis court 
demonstrating a demand. 

• Open spaces that need upgrading include the play area at Hitcham Lane and the 
Stomping Ground. 

Iver Parish Council 

• Trewarden Green did have a small children’s play area but it was removed 
because of antisocial behaviour.  A decision will be made with residents regarding 
its replacement.   

• There is a great need for informal recreation facilities for young people in 
Richings Park.  The park is too far from the residential area.   

• Iver Heath and Iver Recreation Grounds require drainage works, particularly the 
football pitches in winter.  Iver Recreation Ground is a priority.   
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Dorney Parish Council 

• A football pitch is required at Trumps Field. 

• The village hall and football pitch require upgrading (approximate cost estimate 
given £100,000). 

Stoke Poges 

• The Parish would like a skateboard park. 

• The football changing rooms need upgrading (approximate cost estimate given 
£60 - £80,000).   

Fulmer Parish Council 

• Additional car parking facilities are required to get maximum use out of spaces 
(approximate cost estimate given £15,000). 

• Three extra tennis courts are required which could double up as a five-a-side 
football pitch (approximate cost given £75,000). 

IMPLICATIONS FOR DEVELOPING THE STRATEGY 
4.28. The consultation carried out as part this study has provided a useful source of 

information for developing the local needs assessment.  There are several commonly 
occurring themes and issues as well as a number of site specific suggestions which will 
be considered in the preparation of local standards and the development of the 
strategy and action plans in Section 9.   

4.29. Further consultation with the under 16s and 16-24 age groups will be required to 
ascertain what facilities are required as they are currently under-represented in the 
consultation responses to date.   
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5. EXISTING LOCAL PROVISION – SITE AUDIT 

5.1. This section summarises the findings of the site audit work carried out by LUC and 
SBDC between March / April 2007. 

KEY FINDINGS FROM SITE AUDIT WORK 

Quantity of green space 
5.2. A total of 291 sites open space, sport and recreation sites were audited, covering a 

total of 3,636 hectares. This accounts for over a quarter of the land area of the 
district, so is a considerable resource.  However, 936 hectares of this land is not 
publicly accessible. 

5.3. The distribution of these sites throughout the district can be seen in Map 5 (a full A1 
sized map containing a detailed key for each site is also contained in Appendix 5). 

Management and Ownership 
5.4. The majority of sites studied as part of this strategy are owned and managed by 

Parish Councils.  Other site owners include Buckinghamshire County Council 
(country parks and picnic sites), South Bucks District Council and private estates, for 
example, The National Trust (who manage Cliveden Estate) and The City of London 
Corporation (who manage Burnham Beeches and Stoke Common). 

Classification of Sites by Type 
5.5. Most, if not all, open spaces are multi-functional.  However, in order to assess the 

provision of open space, we have adopted the concept of ‘primary purpose’, so that 
each open space is counted only once in an audit of provision.  This follows the 
guidelines set out in the PPG 17 Companion Guide.  

5.6. The typology of provision within South Bucks is set out in Table 6, below. 

Table 6: Open space typology 

Typology  Types of spaces included 
A. Parks & Gardens 
 

Country and urban Parks  
Local Parks/Recreation Ground 
Square/formal garden 

B. Children & Young People 
 

Playgrounds 
Outdoor basketball hoops etc. 
Provisions for young people, such as teenage 
shelters, ‘hanging out areas’ 

C. Natural & semi-natural 
green spaces 
 

Spaces for nature conservation, woodlands, 
scrub, grasslands (e.g. commons and meadows) 
Green corridors including river and canal banks, 
cycle ways and rights of way 
Landscape Green Spaces (Structural Landscape) 
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Wetlands, open and running water, such as 
rivers, canals and water bodies in the Colne 
Valley Park 
Wasteland and derelict open space 

D. Amenity Green spaces 
 

Incidental green spaces, most commonly in 
housing areas 
Informal recreational areas 
Registered commons & village greens 
Residents amenity space 

E. Sports Facilities Outdoor and indoor facilities e.g. natural or 
artificial surfaces, including tennis courts, bowling 
greens, sports pitches, golf courses, athletics 
tracks, rowing facilities, school and other 
institutional playing fields 

F. Allotments 
 

Allotments 
Community gardens  
Urban farms 

G. Civic Spaces Including civic and market squares, and other 
hard surfaced areas designed for pedestrians. 

H. Community halls and 
facilities  

Including Village Halls, community centres and 
halls for hire. 

I. School and Educational 
Facilities 

Sports facilities open to the public 

5.7. The breakdown of the sites according to the typology, in descending order of total 
area, is shown in Table 7, and a map of all sites by type is shown in Map 6.

Table 7: SBDC open space by type 

Type 
Number 
of sites 

Total 
area 
(ha) 

%age of total 
area 

A. Parks and Gardens 39 1543.11 42.44%

C. Natural and semi-natural green space 48 1024.10 28.17%

E. Sports Facilities 63 993.40 27.32%

I. School and Educational Facilities 43 47.41 1.30%

D. Amenity green space 41 12.76 0.35%

F. Allotments 8 10.47 0.29%

H. Community Halls and Facilities 43 2.86 0.08%

B. Provision for children and young 
people 5 1.47 0.04%

G. Civic space 1 0.01 0.00%

TOTAL 291 3635.59 100%
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5.8. In terms of area alone, almost 98% of the provision is comprised of Parks and 
Gardens, Natural and Semi-natural Green Space, and Sports Facilities.  

5.9. Parks and Gardens form the majority of provision in terms of area (at 1,543ha this is 
over 40% of the total area of open space surveyed).  This is largely due to a number 
of very large parks and gardens, such as Hall Barn, Dropmore and Black Park.  Of the 
top ten largest sites surveyed, seven were Parks and Gardens.  However, it should be 
noted that many of these larger sites are either inaccessible to the public, or have 
restricted access, as can be seen in Map 6.

5.10. Natural and Semi-natural Green Spaces form the next largest category with just over 
28% of the total provision in terms of area.  There are one or two very large sites in 
this category (such as Portman Burtley Estate Woods, and Burnham Beeches) with 
the remainder of the provision being comprised of medium sized or smaller sites.  

5.11. Sports Facilities have the greatest number of sites in the typology, and a considerable 
total area (993ha which is just over 27% of the total area surveyed).  The larger sites 
here are generally golf courses, although there is also a wide range of other provision 
in this category, including football and cricket grounds, bowling greens and tennis 
courts, water sports facilities and a flying school. 

5.12. The remainder of the types make up a relatively small amount of land area in terms 
of overall provision, but School and Educational Facilities, Amenity Green Space and 
Community Hall and facilities all have a relatively large number of sites (over 40).  
There are eight allotment sites distributed throughout the district, and five sites 
which are primarily provision for children and young people (although as shown in 
the later analysis, there is also provision for children and young people contained in 
many of the other sites), and one civic space in Burnham Parish. 

SCORING SITES FOR QUALITY AND VALUE 
5.13. In order to assess the sites consistently, the site audit forms were scored as outlined 

in Section 2; the scores for each site were separated into factors that relate to 
quality and factors that relate to value. As set out in the PPG17 Companion Guide, 
“quality and value are fundamentally different and can be completely unrelated.” For 
example, a facility or open space may be of high quality but if it is not accessible it is 
of little value, while if a poor quality facility is the only one in an area it may be very 
valuable. An example of a fully scored site audit form is provided in Appendix 6. 

5.14. When assessing scored sites, it should be noted that the scoring varies according to 
the complexity of the site as well as the condition of the site which makes it difficult 
to directly compare scores across different types of space.  In essence this means 
that we would expect the quality score for a good quality park or garden to differ 
from that of a good quality natural and semi-natural green space, reflecting the different 
provision that can be expected in each.  Furthermore, the scoring varies across the 
audit themes due to the number of questions in each section of the audit form.  This 
means that if a space has a higher score for Theme 1 ‘A welcoming place’ than it does 
for Theme 3 ‘Clean and well maintained, this does not necessarily mean that the 
space scores more highly for the former than the latter.  Each theme has its own 
relative scale of scores, and needs to be assessed individually. 
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5.15. The value and quality scoring can be reviewed by total score or by the audit themes 
(linked to the Green Flag Award criteria).  Table 8 summarises the range of scores 
which have been recorded for open spaces in South Bucks by type.  Initial analysis of 
the scoring data by green space type in this table highlights the variability in the 
scoring between the different types of space. 

Table 8: Quality and value scores by type 

Value (V) score Quality (Q) 
score Type 

Number 
of 

audited 
sites 

Addition
al sites*

Min Max Min Max

A. Parks and Gardens 29 10 9 74 11 53

B. Provision for children 
and young people 5 0 19 56 14 48

C. Natural and semi-
natural green space 41 7 8 52 4 38

D. Amenity green space 41 0 7 23 12 39

E. Sports Facilities 47 9 0 48 2 51

F. Allotments 8 0 8 20 9 33

G. Civic space 1 0 17 17 38 38

H. Community Halls and 
Facilities 42 1 5 28 2 47

I. School and Educational 
Facilities 30 20 0 36 5 47

TOTAL 244 47 0 74 2 53

*sites not audited due to accessibility issues  

5.16.  Table 9 looks at the total value and quality scores by audit theme which also 
emphasises the range of scores recorded and the variability between themes.  This 
reflects to an extent the difference in the number of questions and associated data 
recorded against each theme as pointed out in the paragraph above.  In order for the 
scoring to be used to inform the development of standards for green space in South 
Bucks further detailed analysis of the scoring and associated issues is needed 
comparing like-with-like open spaces, sports and recreational facilities.  This is looked 
at in further detail in Section 6. 
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Table 9: Total scores by audit theme 

Total possible scores 

SBDC 
Minimum audit 

score 

SBDC 
Maximum audit 

score 

Range between 
SBDC 

Minimum and 
maximum 

Baseline data: Designations 0 13 13

Theme 1 A welcoming place -1 7 8

Theme 2 Healthy, safe and secure 0 43 43

Theme 3 Clean and well maintained 0 5 5

Theme 4 Sustainability 0 3 3

Theme 5 Conservation and heritage 0 18 18

Theme 6 Community Involvement n/a n/a n/a

Theme 7 Marketing 0 4 4

Value 

Total Value 0 74 74

Theme 1 A welcoming place 0 15 0

Theme 2 Healthy, safe and secure -1 16.9 -1

Theme 3 Clean and well maintained -1 21 -1

Theme 4 Sustainability -1 2 -1

Theme 5 Conservation and heritage -3 6 -3

Theme 6 Community Involvement 0 4 0

Theme 7 Marketing n/a n/a n/a

Quality 

Total Quality 2 52.7 2

5.17. The ‘ideal’ score scenario for each open space type is examined in Section 7, which 
sets out the future provision standards in terms of quality and accessibility, and 
further analysis is given in this section to develop the ‘ideal’ score scenario for each 
typology. 

5.18. The following section sets out a detailed hierarchy which provides a framework for 
detailed analysis and the basis for the quality and accessibility standards proposed in 
Section 7.  
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PART 3:  DEVELOPMENT OF THE STRATEGY 
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6. DEVELOPING A HIERARCHY 

6.1. To develop a framework for analysis of the sites, a detailed hierarchy was drawn up, 
using a combination of the size of the sites and the type classifications shown above.  
This structure is set out in Table 10. This has been developed with reference to 
existing example standards including NPFA Six Acre Standard, Natural England’s 
ANGSt and Greater London Authority guidelines but with consideration of the 
characteristics of South Bucks District so locally relevant. 

 Table 10: Hierarchy structure (size and type) 
SBDC 
Typology 

Strategic 
significance 

Middle order 
significance 

Local significance Neighbourhood 
significance 

A. Parks and 
gardens 

A1. Country parks/Major District 
parks 

A2. Local/village 
parks/recreation 
grounds 

A3. Pocket 
parks/gardens 

Size 20 to 400ha 0.4 to 20ha 0 to 0.4ha 

B. Children 
and young 
people 

B1. Large scale play attraction B2. Local play area B3. Neighbourhood 
play area 

Size Over 0.4ha 0.1-0.4ha Less than 0.1ha 

C. Natural 
and semi-
natural green 
spaces 

C1. Strategic 
natural/semi-
natural green 
spaces 

C2. Major/ 
District 
natural/semi-
natural green 
spaces 

C3. Local/village 
natural/semi-natural 
green spaces 

C4. Pockets of 
incidental 
natural/semi-natural 
green space 

Size 100ha 20 - 100ha 2 to 20ha 0 to 2ha 
D. Amenity 
green spaces 

N/A N/A N/A D1. Pockets of 
amenity green space 

Size       0 to 2ha 
E. Sports 
facilities 

E1. Premier 
sports facility 

E2. District/ 
town centre 
sports facility 

E3. Local/village 
sports facility 

N/A 

F. Allotments N/A N/A F1. Local/village allotments 

Size     0 to 3ha 
G. Civic 
spaces (hard 
surfaced) 

N/A N/A G1. Local/village centre civic space 

Size      0 to 0.4ha 

H. 
Community 
halls and 
facilities 

N/A N/A H1. Local/village hall/facility 

I. Schools and 
educational 
facilities 

N/A I1. Schools with sports facilities N/A 
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6.2. Each of these categories is examined in greater detail below and a summary of the 
area and number of sites at each level of the hierarchy is provided in Appendix 8. 

A. PARKS AND GARDENS 
6.3. There are a total of 39 Parks and Gardens, and as shown in Table 11 these can be 

broken down into 10 Country parks/ Major District parks, 26 Local/ village parks/ 
recreation grounds and 3 Pocket parks / gardens. 

 Table 11: Parks and gardens site categories 

A1. Country 
parks/Major District 
parks 

A2. Local/village 
parks/recreation 
grounds 

A3. Pocket 
parks/gardens 

Size 20 to 400ha 0.4 to 20ha 0 to 0.4ha 

No. of  sites 10 26 3 

A1. Country parks/Major District parks 
6.4. The ten Country parks/Major District parks, together with their quality and value 

scores, are listed in Table 12.  The value scores of the audited sites range from 33 
to 74, and the quality scores range from 28 to 53. 

Table 12: Country parks/Major District parks 

Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

WEX-04 Black Park 210.10 74 52

TAP-06 Cliveden Estate 162.87 41 53

DEN-13 Denham Country Park 24.48 54 39

DOR-04 Dorney Rowing Lake 166.22 35 46

WEX-05 Langley Park 162.34 33 28

GC-09 Bulstrode Park* 171.37 N/A N/A

BUR-13 Dorneywood House & Gardens* 88.63 N/A N/A

BUR-06 Dropmore* 213.29 N/A N/A

BEA-16 Hall Barn* 217.61 N/A N/A

TAP-10 Taplow Court* 29.57 N/A N/A
* Site not audited / no public access / not relevant to study. 

 
6.5. Of the ten Country parks/Major District parks, five were not audited.  These five 

sites were either privately owned sites, not accessible to the general public 
(Bulstrode Park, Dropmore and Hall Barn), or have very limited public accessibility, 
like Dorneywood House & Gardens, which is a National Trust owned garden only 
open four days per year by appointment, or like Taplow Court, the grounds of which 
are only available for use by visitors to the Buddhist Centre it contains, except for 
Sundays and Bank Holidays. 
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6.6. Of the five sites audited, there is very limited provision of play equipment for 
children, with just two sites containing play areas (Black Park and Denham Country 
Park).  Both sites contain play equipment for under 5’s (although in the case of 
Denham Country Park this is limited to just one item of equipment which could be 
used by up to four children) and Black Park also contains equipment for 5-11 year 
olds.  

6.7. The only site containing sport provision is Dorney Rowing Lake. 

6.8. In terms of facilities, four of the five sites (all except Langley Park) contain a café, and 
the same four (all except Langley Park) contain operational toilets.  Just three sites 
contain toilets for use by people with disabilities.  On-site car parking is available at all 
five sites.  Seating is available at all of the sites, litter bins at all but one site (Denham 
Country Park) and dog bins at two sites (Black Park and Dorney Rowing Lake).  Just 
one of the sites (Denham Country Park) has recycling facilities. 

6.9. The sites feature a range of vegetation types including short amenity grass, meadow, 
scrub and hedges together with veteran trees and, on two sites, woodland.  All five 
sites are County Wildlife Sites and Black Park and Denham Country Park are also 
affected by Local Nature Reserve designations. 

A2. Local/village parks/recreation grounds 
6.10. The twenty-six local/village parks/recreation grounds are listed in Table 13. The 

value scores of the audited sites ranges from 16 to 55, and the quality scores range 
from 11 to 48. 

 Table 13: Local/village parks/recreation grounds 

Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

DEN-05 Alderbourne Field with Play Area 1.40 31 24

SP-11 Bells Hill Recreation Ground 2.66 41 31

BUR-35 Burnham Park 7.94 43 29

FUL-08 
Fulmer Sports and Community 
Association Recreation Ground 2.07 49 46

WEX-07 
Harvey Memorial Recreational Ground 
(includes Playground) 2.14 26 11

HED-06 Hedgerley Green 2.75 26 31

HED-08 Hedgerley Hill (includes Playground) 1.81 35 30

TAP-08 
Hitcham and Taplow Recreation 
Ground 4.34 16 15

BEA-21 Holtspur Recreation Ground 1.42 46 29

IVE-07 Iver Heath Recreation Ground 2.74 52 35

IVE-31 Iver Nature Study Centre 1.18 36 46

IVE-20 
Iver Recreation Ground includes 
playground 4.42 55 39

DEN-07 
Knighton Way Lane Playing Pitch with 
play area, New Denham 0.85 29 27
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Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

BEA-25 Malthouse Square Recreation Ground 1.06 44 23

SP-03 Plough Lane Recreational Ground 1.36 35 31

BUR-16 Recreation Ground with playground 1.01 53 34

SP-22 Stoke Poges Garden Of Remembrance 8.40 42 44

DEN-10 Tatling End Play Area 0.63 26 22

DEN-01 The Glebe 1.43 47 48

DEN-02 
The Way and Tillard Memorial Cricket 
Ground, Denham Village 1.45 28 38

DOR-01 Trumpers Field, Dorney Reach 4.83 25 23

TAP-07 Berry Hill* 12.49 N/A N/A

DEN-17 Denham Place* 16.97 N/A N/A

DEN-29 Field by River* 1.06 N/A N/A

BUR-01 Huntercombe Manor* 4.34 N/A N/A

BUR-10 Nashdom Abbey* 5.65 N/A N/A
* Site not audited 

6.11. Five sites were not audited due to accessibility issues, the grounds of some of these 
sites were available for residents or visitors use only, and others were simply 
inaccessible.  The paragraphs below relate to the audited sites only. 

6.12. Formal play provision is available in around three-quarters of the audited sites (15 
out of 21) with provision concentrated heavily on the under fives and the five to 
eleven year groups.  Just two sites have formal play provision for children over the 
age of eleven, although six sites contain Multi-Use Games Areas (MUGAs) and 
basketball and netball hoops are available in a number of sites.  

6.13. Eleven of the twenty-one sites contain a football pitch (either full size or junior or 
both), and two sites contain a cricket pitch.  Tennis courts are available on four of 
the sites, and one site contains an outdoor bowling green.  

6.14. Just two of the sites (Stoke Poges Garden Of Remembrance and Iver Nature Study 
Centre) contain operational toilets (and both include toilets with access for disabled 
people), and the same two sites have a staff office.  On site car parking is available in 
just under half of the sites (10 sites), and the majority of sites (20 out of 21) contain 
litter bins and/or dog bins.  Seventeen sites have seating provision.  None of the sites 
in this category have a café. 

6.15. Just one site (Burnham Park) has recycling facilities on-site, and two sites have green 
waste composting facilities.  

A3. Pocket parks/gardens 
6.16. The three Pocket parks/gardens are listed in Table 14. The value score for these 

sites ranges from 9 to 22, and the quality score from 25 to 39. 



SBDC Open Space, Sports an Land Use Consultants 
Recreational Facilities Strategy  May 2008 

55

Table 14: Pocket parks/gardens 

Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

BEA-63 Old Town Garden 0.03 18 25

IVE-40 Resident's Association Garden 0.02 9 26

BEA-36 Town Hall Green 0.20 22 39

6.17. As might be expected given the size of the sites, none of the three sites contain 
either formal or informal play provision for children and young people, and none of 
the sites contain any formal sports provision.  

6.18. None of the sites contain toilets.  Two of the sites (Town Hall Green and Old Town 
Garden) have litter bins and/or dog bins, and the same two sites have seating 
provision. 

6.19. None of the sites contain recycling facilities, and none contain green waste 
composting facilities. 

Parks and Gardens - Key issues 

Theme 1: A welcoming place 

• Of the 10 sites mapped as country parks/major district parks only five are publicly 
accessible, the others being private estates with no access or limited access via 
public rights of way.  Only the five accessible sites were audited. 

• Half of the local/village parks/recreation grounds and two of the five country/ 
major district parks audited were highlighted as having scope for improvements 
to the presentation of boundaries and entrances. 

• There is scope for accessibility improvements at around three quarters of the 
country/major district parks and pocket parks and gardens and at a third of the 
local parks. 

• Over half of all the parks and gardens audited (at all three levels of the hierarchy) 
would benefit from improvements to signage.  The country/major district parks 
audit enhancement notes mainly highlight need for improved directional signage 
and interpretation in contrast to the smaller local and pocket parks/gardens 
which highlight a need for welcoming entrance signs. 

Theme 2: Healthy, safe and secure 

• Denham Country Park would benefit from the introduction of play provision and 
minor remedial works to play surfacing are required at Black Park play area.  Ten 
of the local/village parks/recreation grounds were highlighted as having scope for 
play provision enhancements, the majority of these were related to need for 
repairs and replacement of equipment. 
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• A quarter of the local/village parks/recreation grounds were highlighted as having 
scope for enhancements to active recreation, either remedial works to existing 
grass pitches or opportunities for their creation. 

• Over half of all the parks and gardens audited were highlighted as having scope 
for enhanced provision of basic amenities, particularly seating, litter bins etc 
together with signage marking access routes which could combine to improve 
informal recreational use of these spaces. 

Theme 3: Clean and well maintained 

• Seven of the local/village parks/recreation grounds audited were highlighted as 
needing improvements to cleanliness and horticultural maintenance. Two of the 
three pocket parks/gardens were also highlighted for horticultural maintenance 
improvements. 

Theme 4: Sustainability 

• Tree management and scope for tree planting were highlighted as opportunities 
in a relatively small number of the local parks. 

• Green waste and general recycling were noted as areas which should be 
addressed as part of the management of the larger country/major district parks 
and could be promoted through interpretation. 

Theme 5: Conservation and Heritage 

• Around half of the local/village parks/recreation grounds and pocket 
parks/gardens would benefit from planting and/or adjustments to the maintenance 
regime to introduce visual interest to the landscape and to benefit biodiversity. 

• The need for consistent/coordinated styles of furniture i.e. benches, bins etc was 
highlighted, particularly in relation to the local/village parks/recreation grounds. 

Theme 6 Community involvement 

• The audits highlighted scope for community or volunteer involvement in four of 
the country/major parks and in around a third of the local/village parks/recreation 
grounds.  In particular for the local community and users to be involved in design 
review and improvement projects in the local/village parks/recreation grounds. 

Theme 7: Marketing 

• Opportunities were highlighted at both Denham Country Park and Cliveden for 
greater promotion and links with the wider surrounding area through signage, 
maps or guides. 

Parks and Gardens – Key characteristics 
6.20. Table 15 sets out the key characteristics of parks and gardens for each level of the 

hierarchy, together with the range of quality and value scores found in each. 
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Table 15: Parks and gardens - characteristics by hierarchy level 

A1. Country 
parks/Major District 
parks 

A2. Local/village 
parks/recreation 
grounds 

A3. Pocket 
parks/gardens 

Size 20 to 400ha 0.4 to 20ha 0 to 0.4ha 

Attract visitors from 
both outside and inside 
the district 

Serves local needs and 
predominantly visited by 
local residents 

Serves local needs and 
predominantly visited by 
local residents 

Formal, active, informal 
and passive recreation 

Active and passive 
recreation 

Passive recreation 

Broad range of habitats Limited range of habitats Limited range of habitats 

Wide range of uses Limited range of uses Limited range of uses 

Essential 
characteristics 

Sufficient facilities to 
enable long stays e.g. 
toilets/car 
park/refreshments 

Basic amenities include 
seating, litter bins and 
entrance signs 

Limited provision of 
basic amenities e.g. 
bench and litter bin 

Value Score 
range (of audited 
sites) 

33-74 (-1)-54 9-22 

Quality Score 
range (of audited 
sites) 

28-53 0-48 25-39 

B. PROVISION FOR CHILDREN AND YOUNG PEOPLE 
6.21. There are a total of five sites categorised as ‘Provision for children and young 

people’.  These can be broken down into one large scale play attraction, two local 
play areas and two neighbourhood play areas, as shown in Table 16. These sites are 
those whose primary function relates to children and young people.  There are a 
further 42 sites which feature some kind of play provision but as their primary 
purpose is not for children and young people they are included elsewhere in this 
section under the relevant type (e.g. parks and gardens). 

Table 16: Provision for children and young people site categories 

B. Children 
and young 
people 

B1. Large scale play attraction B2. Local play area B3. Neighbourhood 
play area 

Size Over 0.4ha 0.1-0.4ha Less than 0.1ha 

No. of sites 1 2 2 

B1. Large scale play attractions 
6.22. The one large scale play attraction is listed in Table 17, along with the value and 

quality score derived for this site. 
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Table 17:  Large scale play attractions 

Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

TAP-16 Thames Valley Adventure Playground 0.96 56 48

6.23. The Thames Valley Adventure Playground is a unique facility in South Bucks, offering 
a wide range of play opportunities both inside and outside, for children with a wide 
range of special needs.  

6.24. The site is suitable for use by all three age ranges audited for the survey (under 5, 5-
11 and over 11 years old), and provides a full range of play activities. 

6.25. The site contains toilets for use by disabled people, and contains seating, but no litter 
bins.  There is offsite car-parking available for the site.  There is a green waste 
composting area on site, and also recycling facilities for site users. 

B2. Local play areas 
6.26. The two local play areas are listed in Table 18, together with their value and quality 

scores.  The value scores are both 31 and the quality scores range from 14-22. 

 Table 18: Local play areas 

Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

BUR-09 
Dorney, Taplow and Burnham Parish 
Councils' Haghill Hitcham Trust 0.17 31 14

BUR-21 
Stomping Ground (Including 
Playground) 0.20 31 22

6.27. The two sites contain between three and seven items of equipment, both catering for 
around 18 children under the age of 11 years old.  Neither site contains equipment 
for children over 11, either in terms of play provision or other provision such as a 
Multi-Use Games Area.  Around five to seven activities are catered for in the two 
sites.  The play area is fenced in one site, and just one of the sites contains litter bins.  
Of the two sites, only the Stomping Ground includes space separate from the 
equipped area, for informal play/ general runabout.  

6.28. In terms of facilities, neither site has toilets on-site, and one site (the Stomping 
Ground) has an on-site car park.  Litter bins are available in both sites, and a dog bin 
in one (dog fouling is also evident in this site).  Only one of the sites contains seating.  
Neither site contains recycling facilities for site users, nor a green waste composting 
facility. 

B3. Neighbourhood play area 
6.29. The two neighbourhood play areas are listed in Table 19, together with their value 

and quality scores.  The value scores range from 19 to 28 and the quality scores 
range from 15 to 16. 
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Table 19: Neighbourhood play areas 

Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

DEN-11 Denham Green Play Area 0.05 19 15

BEA-15 Garvin Avenue Play Area 0.09 28 16

6.30. As with the local play areas, both sites in this category contain play equipment for 
children under 11 years old only, and the sites contain between two and four pieces 
of equipment, catering for up to fifteen children.  Just two types of activity are 
catered for in the Denham Green Play area (although hopscotch and goal markings 
are also available, in addition to the equipment provision), and Garvin Avenue 
provides up to five different types.  Both play areas are fenced, and contain seating 
with the enclosed area.  Both sites also include space for informal play/ general 
runabout.  

6.31. In terms of facilities, neither site contains a toilet, and neither contains a litter bin or 
dog bin.  Neither site contains recycling facilities for site users, nor a green waste 
composting facility. 

Provision for children and young people – Key issues 

Theme 1: A welcoming place 

• Entrance presentation, accessibility and signage were highlighted for enhancement 
at both of the local play areas audited and signage at both of the two 
neighbourhood play areas. 

Theme 2: Healthy, safe and secure 

• The local and neighbourhood play areas audited were in quite poor condition 
with equipment missing, in need of repair or replacement.  Play value and 
condition need to be improved with investment in equipment together with 
provision of basic amenities such as bins and benches. 

Theme 3: Clean and well maintained 

• The standard of cleanliness is an area needing improvement in both the local and 
neighbourhood play areas with graffiti and vandalism evident in all of them at the 
time of audit. 

Theme 4: Sustainability 

• Tree planting or management was highlighted as an area needing attention in both 
of the local play areas audited and one of the two neighbourhood play areas. 

Theme 5: Conservation and Heritage 

• All of the local and neighbourhood play areas were highlighted as requiring 
enhancement to their overall design and presentation. 
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• Japanese knotweed on site adjacent to Thames Adventure Playground could 
become a major issue if encroaches.  Visual presentation of the facility entrance 
and frontage could be improved. 

Theme 6 Community involvement 

• No key issues recorded 

Theme 7: Marketing 

• No key issues recorded 

Provision for children and young people – Key characteristics 
6.32. Table 20 sets out the key characteristics of provision for children and young people 

at each level of the hierarchy. 

Table 20: Provision for children and young people - characteristics by 
hierarchy level 

B1. Large scale play 
attraction 

B2. Local play area B3. Small local play area 

Size Over 0.4ha 0.1-0.4ha Less than 0.1ha 
At least eight types of 
equipment providing a 
wide range of play 
activities. 

At least five types of 
equipment providing a 
range of play activities. 

At least three types of 
equipment providing a 
limited range of play 
activities. 

Fenced enclosure with 
outward opening self-
closing gates, impact 
absorbing surface, 
benches, litter bins with 
space within enclosure 
for informal play. 

Fenced enclosure with 
outward opening self-
closing gates, impact 
absorbing surface, 
benches, litter bins with 
space within enclosure 
for informal play. 

Fenced enclosure with 
outward opening self-
closing gates, impact 
absorbing surface, 
benches, litter bins. 

Essential 
characteristics 

Grass and planting Grass and planting As minimum will have 
grass or planting. 

Value Score 
range  56* 31 19-28

Quality Score 
range 48* 14-22 15-16

* Due to the limited number of sites in some categories, it is not possible to provide a range of scores 
at this level. 

C. NATURAL AND SEMI-NATURAL GREEN SPACES 
6.33. There are a total of forty-eight natural and semi-natural green spaces, and as shown 

in Table 21 these can be broken down into two strategic spaces, ten major/district 
spaces, twenty-seven local/village spaces and nine pockets of incidental natural/semi-
natural green space. 
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Table 21: Natural and semi-natural green spaces site categories 

C1. Strategic 
natural/semi-
natural green 
spaces 

C2. Major/ District 
natural/semi-
natural green 
spaces 

C3. Local/village 
natural/semi-
natural green 
spaces 

C4. Pockets of 
incidental 
natural/semi-
natural green space 

Size 100ha 20 ha+ 2 to 20ha 0 to 2ha 
Number 
of sites 2 10 27 9

C1.  Strategic natural/semi-natural green spaces 
6.34. The two strategic natural/semi-natural green spaces are listed in Table 22. Both 

sites are over 200ha, but whereas access is permitted throughout the site at 
Burnham Beeches, Portman Burtley Estate Woods is a private estate, with access 
only via a permissive path through the woods.  Burnham Beeches is affected by 
national and European nature conservation designations (NNR, SSSI and SAC).  The 
site also features two areas designated as Scheduled Ancient Monuments. 

 Table 22: Strategic natural/semi-natural green spaces 

Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

BUR-31 Burnham Beeches 208.41 45 34

BUR-12 Portman Burtley Estate Woods* 215.68 N/A N/A
* Site not audited  

6.35. Burnham Beeches has entrance and interpretation signs and information notices.  
There is signage to the site and it is easy to locate.  The site attracts around half a 
million visitors each year. 

6.36. Burnham Beeches has a diverse range of habitats, with over thirteen types, including 
short amenity grassland, tall meadow grassland, and acid grassland, tall herbs, bracken 
and heathland, tree groups/scattered trees, veteran and mature trees, wood pasture 
and hazel coppice.  The site also contains running water and ponds, together with 
bog and wet marginal vegetation. 

6.37. Burnham Beeches is freely accessible to the public, and has specific walking routes.  
At the time of audit, walking and dog walking were evident within the site. 

6.38. Burnham Beeches has operational toilets (although at the time of audit no toilets for 
use by disabled people), on site car parking and a café5. Litter bins, dog bins and 
seating are all present on the site. 

 
5 It should be noted that since the site audit in 2007 a new visitor centre has opened at Burnham Beeches 
including toilets suitable for use by people with disabilities. 
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C2. Major/District natural/semi-natural green spaces 
6.39. The ten major/district natural/semi-natural green spaces are listed in Table 23. The 

value scores of the audited sites ranges from 17 to 51, and the quality scores of the 
audited sites range from 7 to 38. 

 Table 23: Major/District natural/semi-natural green spaces 

Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

DOR-02 Dorney Common 68.59 25 30

GC-08 Gerrards Cross Common 30.43 52 38

IVE-08 Iver Heath Fields 32.20 21 14

DOR-06 Jubilee River Public Access Area 42.14 35 26

WEX-03 Rowley Woods 35.75 18 7

SP-08 Stoke Common 83.67 24 14

DOR-07 Thames Path 23.83 22 14

IVE-16 Thorney Park Country Park 21.16 24 24

BEA-40 Woodlands for People 30.91 17 11

IVE-36 Wasteland* 30.09 N/A N/A
* Site not audited  

6.40. Six of the nine audited sites have entrances with information signs, and four of these 
have a site plan at the entrance.  Four sites also have interpretation and information 
signage.  Six of the sites were categorised as ‘easy to locate’ and just one site had 
signage to the site itself.  

6.41. There is a reasonably diverse range of habitats on these sites, ranging from three to 
twelve habitat types (with an average of seven to eight).  The majority of the sites 
contain a variety of grassland and woodland habitats, with all but one site containing 
veteran or mature trees.  All but one of the sites contain scrub, and six contain 
deadwood.  The majority of sites (six) contain running water and/ or a pond/ lake.  
Stoke Common is designated a SSSI and a further five sites fall within County Wildlife 
Sites. 

6.42. None of the sites have nature trails or trim trails, but at the time of audit, all but one 
of the nine audited sites had evidence of people walking/dog walking, and horse-riding 
was noted at three of the sites. 

6.43. None of the sites contain operational toilets, and none contain a café.  On-site car 
parking is available at two of the sites.  Just two sites have litter bins and dog bins and 
an additional two sites have either litter or dog bins, but not both.   Three of the 
sites contain seating. 

 C3. Local/village natural/semi-natural green spaces  
6.44. The twenty-seven local/village natural/semi-natural green spaces are listed in Table 

24. The value scores for the audited sites range from 8 to 29, and the quality scores 
range from 4 to 29.  



SBDC Open Space, Sports an Land Use Consultants 
Recreational Facilities Strategy  May 2008 

63

Table 24: Local/village natural/semi-natural green spaces 

Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

DEN-15 Caps Wood 6.81 19 18

DEN-16 Caps Wood 2.97 20 26

BUR-26 Cherry Orchard Nature Reserve 3.15 16 29

BEA-12 

Cut-throat Wood North (includes 
Holtspur Bank nature reserve and 
Butterfly Conservation Trust area 6.43 19 24

IVE-35 Ford Land Lake and Ford 13.13 29 25

IVE-03 Hardings Row Nature Reserve 4.44 24 27

BEA-19 Hogback Wood 9.68 20 21

FR-09 Ingram's Copse 10.84 15 17

HED-03 Kemsley Wood 4.64 18 18

HED-04 Kiln Wood 3.16 20 17

DEN-21 Kingcup Meadow 16.28 25 22

BUR-18 Littleworth Common 16.62 29 19

SP-15 Nettleship Woods 7.27 23 21

DEN-12 Northmoor Hill W 8.78 26 20

BEA-27 One Tree Meadow 2.36 22 18

BEA-28 
Parkway Strip and, Geary's piece and 
meadow 2.11 18 15

SP-16 Scout land 3.60 8 10

GC-07 The Camp 10.52 23 26

BUR-27 The Gore Burnham 2.12 22 16

BEA-06 Walkwood 10.00 18 22

BEA-39 Woodlands for People 7.18 13 14

HED-07 Woodlands for People 14.01 22 29

BEA-38 Woodlands for People 2.51 13 4

DEN-27 Wyatts Covert Woodland 4.36 18 8

DOR-11 Lake End Common* 6.33 N/A N/A

DEN-14 Nightingale Wood* 9.78 N/A N/A

TAP-01 Wooburn Common* 3.83 N/A N/A
* Site not audited  

6.45. Just under half of the sites (11 out of 24 audited sites) have entrance signs, although 
an additional seven sites have other signage (including interpretation signs, 
waymarkers and warning or bylaw notices).  Just one site had signage to the site, and 
five were classified as ‘easy to locate’. 

6.46. The range of habitats on these sites is very similar to that of the Major/District 
natural/semi-natural green spaces.  The number of habitats ranges from 4 to 14 
habitat types, with an average of 8.6.  The majority of the sites contain a variety of 



SBDC Open Space, Sports an Land Use Consultants 
Recreational Facilities Strategy  May 2008 

64

grassland and woodland habitats, with twenty-one containing veteran or mature 
trees.  Most of the sites (22 of the 24 audited sites) contain scrub, and a smaller 
number of sites (5) contain running water and/ or a pond/ lake. The significance of a 
number of the sites is recognised by nature conservation designations.  Four sites are 
affected by SSSI designation, seven sites fall within County Wildlife Sites and three of 
the woodland sites are designated as Local Nature Reserves.  In addition, The Camp 
at Gerrards Cross is designated a Scheduled Ancient Monument recognising its 
historic significance. 

6.47. Two of the sites have nature trails, and at the time of audit walking/dog walking was 
evident in over a third of the sites (9 out of 24).  Fifteen of the sites have desire lines, 
showing further evidence of informal recreational use.  

6.48. Just one site (Ford Land Lake and Ford) contains operational toilets, which includes 
toilets with disabled access.  A small number of sites (6 out of 24) have an on-site car 
park, and one site has a café.  Just three sites have litter bins, and five have dog bins.  
Seating is available in a third of the sites (8 out of 24). 

C4. Pockets of incidental natural/semi-natural green space  
6.49. The nine sites classified as ‘Pockets of incidental natural/semi-natural green space are 

listed in Table 25. The value scores for the audited sites range from 11 to 20, and 
the quality scores from 9 to 21. 

 Table 25: Pockets of incidental natural/semi-natural green space 

Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

BEA-08 Beaconsfield, Green Space (Local Plan) 1.51 15 21

FR-10 Boundary Copse 1.23 15 15

FR-14 Jubilee Copse 1.29 16 18

FR-20 Open Space on Blackpond Lane 0.38 11 13

BEA-31 Seeleys Walk 0.31 20 20

FR-23 The Dell Wasteland 0.81 16 9

DEN-04 Tilehouse School Field 1.75 14 15

BEA-09 Burgess Wood* 1.04 N/A N/A

BUR-15 The Pound* 0.01 N/A N/A
* Site not audited 

6.50. Just three of the seven audited sites have entrance signs, and a way-marker sign was 
present in one of the other sites.  Two of the sites were classified as ‘easy to locate’, 
and no sites had signage to the site itself.  

6.51. The number of habitats on these sites ranges from 6 to 9, with an average of 7.2, so 
generally the ‘Pockets of incidental natural/semi-natural green space’ have a slightly 
lower number of habitats than the larger sites.  Although a range of grassland and 
woodland habitat is present in all of the sites, none of the sites contain running water 
or a pond/lake.  
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6.52. None of the sites in this category have nature trails, and at the time of audit 
walking/dog walking was evident in four sites.  The further three audited sites have 
desire lines, suggesting that all are used for informal recreation.  

6.53. None of the sites contain operational toilets, and none have on-site car parking.  Just 
one site (The Dell Wasteland) has a litter bin, and the same site also has seating 
provision.  

Natural and semi-natural green spaces – Key issues 

Theme 1: A welcoming place 

• Entrance presentation, signage and accessibility were highlighted as areas for 
enhancement at all levels of the hierarchy.  Of the 43 sites audited within this 
typology, 27 of sites could benefit from improvements to the provision of signage, 
21 for enhancement to accessibility and 16 to boundary features. 

Theme 2: Healthy, safe and secure 

• There is scope for improvements to the level of provision of basic amenities 
including benches, litter bins and dog bins.  This need appears to be greater in the 
local/village spaces hierarchy. 

• There is potential within six of the eight pockets of natural and semi-natural 
green space to provide greater opportunity for informal recreation. 

Theme 3: Clean and well maintained 

• Enhancements to litter collection, control of fly tipping, graffiti removal and 
control of vandalism were recommended at each level of the hierarchy. 

Theme 4: Sustainability 

• Tree management is highlighted as an area which could be enhanced particularly 
in pockets of natural / semi-natural green space.  Recycling was noted as an area 
that should be addressed at Burnham Beeches. 

Theme 5: Conservation and Heritage 

• Conservation management could be improved within pockets of natural/ semi-
natural green space with five of the eight green spaces audited identifying 
weaknesses in this area.  

• Pockets of natural / semi-natural green space and, to a lesser degree, local and 
major green spaces are under potential threat from fly tipping and encroachment 
from private properties adjacent to the open spaces.  The majority of this 
typology of open space offers a structural role for the local area. 
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Theme 6 Community involvement 

• Greater levels of community involvement in the management of major, local and 
pockets of natural / semi-natural green space was highlighted as an area of 
potential improvement. 

Theme 7: Marketing 

• The audit highlighted the potential enhancements to the promotion of the open 
spaces and to improve awareness of natural/ semi natural green spaces within the 
local area and the importance of their conservation and cultural role. 

Natural and semi-natural green space – Key characteristics 
6.54. Table 26 sets out the key characteristics of natural and semi-natural green space for 

each level of the hierarchy, together with the range of quality and value scores found 
in each. 

Table 26: Natural and semi-natural green space - characteristics by 
hierarchy level 

C1. Strategic 
natural/semi-
natural green 
spaces 

C2. Major/ District 
natural/semi-natural 
green spaces 

C3. Local/village 
natural/semi-
natural green 
spaces 

C4. Pockets of 
incidental 
natural/semi-
natural green space 

Size 100ha 20 ha+ 2 to 20ha 0 to 2ha 
Attract visitors 
from throughout 
the region and 
inside the district. 

Attract visitors 
from both outside 
and inside the 
district 

Serves local 
needs and 
predominantly 
visited by local 
residents 

Serves local needs 
and predominantly 
visited by local 
residents 

Broad range of 
habitats 

Broad range of 
habitats 

Limited range of 
habitats 

Limited range of 
habitats 

Marked walking 
routes 

Marked walking 
routes 

Provision for 
informal 
recreation 

Provision for 
informal recreation 

Essential 
characteristics 

Sufficient facilities 
to enable long 
stays e.g. toilets / 
car park and litter 
bins.  

Sufficient facilities 
to enable long stays 
e.g. toilets / car 
park and litter bins 

Basic amenities 
include seating, 
litter bins and 
entrance signs 

Basic amenities 
include seating, 
litter bins and 
entrance signs 

Value Score 
range (of 
audited) 

45 17-51 8-29 11-20 

Quality Score 
range (of 
audited) 

34 7-38 4-29 9-21 
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D. AMENITY GREEN SPACE 
6.55. There are a total of 41 amenity green spaces, and as shown in Table 27 these are all 

between 0 and 2ha, and can be classed as pockets of amenity green space. 

 Table 27: Amenity green space site category 
D. Amenity 
green spaces 

D1. Pockets of 
amenity green space 

Size 0 to 2ha 
Number of 
sites  

41 

D1. Pockets of amenity green space 
6.56. The 41 pockets of amenity green spaces are listed in Table 28. The value scores for 

these sites range from 7 to 23, and the quality scores range from 12 to 39. 

 Table 28: Pockets of amenity green space 

Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

FUL-04 Althusen Gardens 0.04 12 28

IVE-14 Ashford Road and Pinewood Green 0.29 15 19

IVE-01 Barnfield 0.58 10 19

BUR-30 Bayley Crescent 0.18 10 21

FUL-07 Bradbury Gardens 0.17 15 34

BUR-11 Burlington Road 0.10 8 19

BEA-10 Candlemas Mead 0.17 8 21

BEA-11 Chesterton Green 0.44 13 18

SP-17 Church Lane / Fir Tree Avenue 0.11 13 18

IVE-21 Colne Orchard 0.33 13 23

BEA-14 Davenies Strip 0.11 16 30

DEN-24 Denham Green Open Space 0.19 13 12

FR-18 Devonshire Green 0.19 11 23

FR-22 Farnham  Common Village Green 0.09 13 32

IVE-06 
Glaisyer Way, Trewarden Estate, Iver 
Heath 0.09 12 25

BUR-05 Granville Close 0.45 8 20

FR-21 Green Space opp One Pin pub 0.01 10 25

BEA-17 Hampden Hill 1.14 13 31

BEA-18 Heath Road and South Way 0.05 9 29

HED-05 Hedgerley Village Green with Pond 0.11 22 25

BEA-22 Hyde Green 0.58 13 16

IVE-13 Iver Heath, Green Space (Local Plan) 0.11 15 20
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Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

IVE-39 Kingfisher Gardens 0.10 18 33

IVE-15 Land on the A412 0.22 14 19

DOR-05 Large Grass Verge with Tree Planting 0.75 18 17

BEA-24 Malthouse Square 0.33 10 13

DOR-03 Memorial Garden, Village Road 0.13 18 26

BEA-26 North Drive - Green Area 0.60 15 20

BUR-02 Pond and Open Space 1.15 21 25

TAP-13 
Public Space S. of Brunel Railway 
Bridge 0.20 16 25

IVE-09 
Site at Marina Way and Victoria 
Crescent 0.17 7 17

IVE-12 St Leonard's Mound 0.38 16 13

BEA-33 St Michael's Green 0.27 15 30

TAP-14 Taplow Village Green 0.38 19 24

FR-15 Temple Dell 1.11 19 21

BUR-04 The Fairway 0.44 15 36

DEN-20 The James Martin Close Amenity Area 0.26 12 30

DEN-23 Village Green (old Village) 0.08 23 35

FR-17 Village Green, Farnham Royal 0.28 16 26

BEA-37 War Memorial 0.17 23 39

DEN-19 
Woodhurst Drive Residents 
Association 0.22 13 34

6.57. All forty-one sites are freely accessible and all were audited.  Only six of the sites 
have limited entry points, whilst the rest have no boundary fence or hedge.   Four of 
the sites have entrance signs, and other signage (information, interpretation and 
warning/ bylaw notice signs) is present on almost half of the sites (19 out of 41). 

6.58. As would be expected given the simple nature of these sites, none of the sites 
contain formal play equipment, and none contain any formal sporting provision.  
Around a quarter of the sites (12 out of 41) had evidence of informal recreation at 
the time of audit, including walking/ dog walking, children’s play and people sitting and 
relaxing.  A number of sites were also noted for their visual amenity or aesthetic 
value.   

6.59. Just under a quarter of the sites (8 out of 41) contain litter bins, and a greater 
proportion (14 out of 41) contain dog bins.  Seating is available in around a quarter of 
the sites (11 out of 41).  None of the sites contain recycling facilities or green waste 
composting facilities.  
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Amenity green space – Key issues 

Theme 1: A welcoming place 

• Accessibility and sense of welcome could be enhanced through a design / function 
review of amenity green spaces.  Improvements to accessibility and boundary 
features were also highlighted.  Of the 41 amenity green spaces audited, 24 of the 
sites have the potential to improve signage. 

Theme 2: Healthy, safe and secure 

• There is potential for greater provision of informal recreation and basic amenities 
including creating footpaths and a greater provision of seating. 

Theme 3: Clean and well maintained 

• Horticultural maintenance could be upgraded to prevent deterioration of 
landscape character of amenity spaces.   The audit also highlighted that greater 
protection should be given to amenity spaces to prevent degradation as a 
consequence of cars parked on or along the boundary of the open space. 

Theme 4: Sustainability 

• Of the sites audited 22% highlighted that tree management could be improved 
and greater care taken when mowing around trees. 

Theme 5: Conservation and Heritage 

• The audit revealed that 20 sites have the potential to alter maintenance regimes 
with the aim to promote conservation of natural features and the formation of 
meadow areas.  The planting of native trees and shrubs are also highlighted as 
potential enhancements. 

Theme 6 Community involvement 

• Engaging with local residents in the design/ function review and future 
development and management of amenity green spaces was indicated in the 
enhancement notes.  The audit also revealed this typology would benefit from the 
promotion of open space as a valuable resource / focal point for the local 
community. 

Theme 7: Marketing 

• Art installations and the use of sites for local events were identified as potential 
opportunities for promotion as a focal point and a valuable resource for the local 
community. 

Amenity green space – Key characteristics 
6.60. Table 29 sets out the key characteristics of amenity green space for the one level of 

the hierarchy, together with the range of quality and value scores. 



SBDC Open Space, Sports an Land Use Consultants 
Recreational Facilities Strategy  May 2008 

70

Table 29: Amenity green space - characteristics by hierarchy level 
D. Amenity 
green spaces 

D1. Pockets of 
amenity green space 

Size 0 to 2ha 
Good access Essential 

characteristics Limited range of 
habitats 

Value Score 
range (of 
audited) 

7-23 

Quality Score 
range (of 
audited) 

12-39 

E. SPORTS FACILITIES 
6.61. A total of 56 sites were classified as sports facilities, of which 48 were audited.  As 

shown in Table 30 these can be divided according to the level of provision into two 
Premier sports facilities, 41 District/ town centre sports facilities and 13 Local/village 
sports facilities.  The sites included in this typology are those whose primary function 
relates to sport.  It should be noted there are a further 21 sites which feature some 
kind of sports provision but as their primary purpose is not sport they are included 
elsewhere in this section under the relevant type (the majority within parks and 
gardens).  Facilities that are classified under a different typology will still be included 
in analysis on sports provision later in this report. 

Table 30: Sports facilities site categories 
E. Sports 
facilities 

E1. Premier sports 
facility 

E2. District/ town 
centre sports facility 

E3. Local/village sports 
facility 

Classified by 
provision 

• Unique facility of 
regional 
significance e.g. 
Denham School of 
Flying (and Dorney 
Rowing Lake, 
included under A1. 
Country 
parks/Major district 
parks)

• Sports hall 
• Playing pitch 

complex including 
changing facility 

• Synthetic turf 
pitch 

• Golf course -
standard i.e. 9 
hole minimum 

• Swimming pool 
• Rare type of 

facility e.g. riding 
school, sailing 
club. 

• Playing pitch (one 
or two pitches 
providing for single 
sport with no 
changing 
facilities/limited 
other facilities.) 

• Bowls 
• Golf course – Par 3 

i.e. under 9 hole 

Number of sites 2 40 13 
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E1. Premier sports facility 
6.62. The two sites classified as Premier facilities, together with their quality and value 

scores are listed in Table 31. In addition, Dorney Rowing Lake provides the 
equivalent of a Premier facility but due to the accessible surrounding grounds it has 
been captured within the parks and gardens typology. 

Table 31: Premier sports facilities 

Site ID Site Name Area (ha)
Value 
Score

Quality 
Score 

DEN-36 Denham School of Flying 41.46 7 17

SP-09 Stoke Park* 119.73 N/A N/A
* Site not audited / no public access / not relevant to study 

6.63. Denham School of Flying is an unusual type of facility, with no other such facilities in 
South Bucks. 

6.64. Stoke Park is a large scale facility providing a 27 hole golf course, health pavilion 
together with indoor and outdoor tennis courts.  As this is a privately owned and 
managed facility with access limited to members only the site has not been audited. 

E2. District/town centre sports facility 
6.65. The 41 sites categorised as District/town centre sports facilities are listed in Table 

32, together with their value and quality scores.  37 of these sites were audited. 

Table 32: District/town centre sports facilities 

Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score

Quality 
Score

BEA-03 Beaconsfield Cricket Club 3.15 20 27

BEA-04 Beaconsfield Golf Course 79.3 29 47

BEA-07 Beaconsfield SYCOB, Holloways Park 1.68 23 35

TAP-18 Boundary Road riding school 5.6 7 15

DEN-25 Buckinghamshire Golf Club 76.43 32 45

BUR-36 Burnham Beeches Golf Club 54.76 24 40

SP-20 Cannons 0.04 20 41

IVE-19 Evreham Sports Centre 3.44 26 36

FR-08 Farnham Common Sports Club 4.13 48 49

SP-02 Farnham Park Golf Couse 46 30 31

FR-05 Farnham Park Playing Fields 28.25 44 32

FR-06 
Farnham Royal Cricket Club, Cricket 
Ground 1.58 8 38

BUR-08 George Pitcher Memorial Ground 6.88 32 39

GC-10 Gerrard Cross Sports Club 2.03 22 36

TAP-15 Hedsor Golf Course 27.15 14 36
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Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score

Quality 
Score

TAP-09 Huntswood Golf Course 61.09 21 51

IVE-41 Iver Golf Course 23.41 21 36

IVE-34 Iver Riding School 3.61 16 14

BUR-29 Lambourne Golf Club 64.33 23 41

TAP-23 
Maidenhead Rowing Club (Training 
Ship Iron Duke) 0.43 17 44

DEN-09
Martin Baker Sports and Social Club, 
Denham Green 2.32 24 32

TAP-19 Mecca Riding Centre 3.05 7 9

SP-05 Polish Association Playing Fields 4.66 30 30

BUR-07 Replacement Cricket Pitch 4.81 17 45

IVE-37 Riching Parks Golf Course 32.44 18 33

IVE-17 Richings Park Sports Club 3.45 30 41

BUR-24 Snowball Farm Equestrian Centre 1.28 13 36

DOR-10 Spanish Bit Riding School 0.91 8 18

SP-07 Stoke Green Cricket Ground 2.57 14 28

TAP-02 Taplow Cricket Ground 2.85 18 35

TAP-17 Taplow Lake 11.42 11 21

BEA-34 The Beacon Centre 0.96 18 43

SP-18 The Lanes Golf Course 20.51 22 19

BEA-35 The Oval 1.29 22 36

IVE-38 Thorney Park Golf Course 21.39 30 44

DEN-28 Water Sking Club 10.97 19 25

SP-19 Wexham Park Golf Club 78.43 27 43

BUR-23 Burnham Target Shooting Club* 0.03 N/A N/A

DEN-26 Denham Golf Club* 72.76 N/A N/A

DEN-08 Sandersons* 8.23 N/A N/A

SP-04 Stoke Poges Range* 0.03 N/A N/A
* Site not audited / no public access / not relevant to study 

6.66. The greatest provision within this category is for golf, and there are eleven standard 
golf courses contained within.  Three of these sites contain a driving range and/or a 
par 3 golf course, and there is one additional driving range within the category.  
There are ten grass cricket pitches contained within this category (with a total of 16 
pitches distributed throughout these sites). 

6.67. Football is also prevalent, with six sites containing full sized grass football pitches 
(with a total of 21 pitches), and four of these sites also contain junior sized grass 
football pitches.  Five sites contain outdoor tennis courts, with a total of twenty-four 
courts listed. 
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6.68. The only site audited with a swimming pool was Cannons, which also features a gym, 
however, access to this facility is restricted to members only.  

6.69. There are five riding schools in this category.  Other sporting provision with just a 
few sites in the district includes rugby (two sites contain either rugby league or rugby 
union pitches, of either full and/or junior size), hockey (four sites contain hockey 
pitches), and outdoor bowls (which were present in one of the audited sites). 

6.70. Most of the sites audited contain provision for one or at most two sports.  A small 
proportion of sites (five out of thirty-seven) contain provision for three or more 
sports such as cricket, football, hockey, rugby, tennis and softball.  Farnham Park 
Playing Fields and Richings Park sports club contain this type of provision. 

E3. Local/village sports facility 
6.71. The thirteen local/village sports facilities are listed in Table 33, together with their 

value and quality scores.  

Table 33: Local/village sports facilities 

Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

BEA-62 Beaconsfield Rangers FC 2.51 10 15

BUR-19 
Burnham Bowling Green and Tennis 
Courts 0.77 16 39

BUR-14 Burnham Memorial Sports Ground 1.71 15 32

DEN-03 Denham Bowls Club 0.38 9 35

DEN-06 Denham United, New Denham 1.43 10 15

BEA-23 Land to the east of 3.99 15 17

TAP-04 Old Paludians Football club 3 11 21

TAP-11 Phoenix and Claires Court Sports Club 3.43 14 38

BEA-29 Rugby Club, Oak Lodge Meadow 7.77 24 26

IVE-18 Billet Lane, Iver Heath, Iver* 4.5 N/A N/A

WEX-06 Fulmer Grange* 1.45 N/A N/A

SP-06 ICI Recreation Gound* 6.17 N/A N/A

SP-10 Sefton Park* 1.77 N/A N/A
* Site not audited / no public access / not relevant to study  

6.72. Of the nine audited sites, the greatest provision for sports is for football, and six sites 
contain full sized grass football pitches (with a total of 9 pitches audited), none of 
these sites also contain junior sized grass football pitches.  There are no cricket 
pitches at this level of provision. 

6.73. Two sites contain rugby pitches (one junior at Phoenix and Claires Court Sports 
Club and three senior pitches at the Rugby Club, Oak Lodge Meadow.  Two sites 
contain an outdoor bowls site, and one contains tennis courts.  
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Sports Facilities – Key issues 

Theme 1: A welcoming place 

• Signage and accessibility were highlighted for enhancement at all levels of the 
typology. 

Theme 2: Healthy, safe and secure 

• The audit indicated that basic facilities should be enhanced at sites at the District 
level of the hierarchy through the provision of seating and the installation of litter 
bins. 

Theme 3: Clean and well maintained 

• No key issues recorded. 

Theme 4: Sustainability 

• Tree management and recycling should be enhanced at the District level of the 
hierarchy.   

Theme 5: Conservation and Heritage 

• No key issues recorded. 

Theme 6 Community involvement 

• No key issues recorded. 

Theme 7: Marketing 

• No key issues recorded. 

Sports Facilities – Key characteristics 
6.74. Table 34 sets out the key characteristics of sports facilities for the three levels of 

the hierarchy, together with the range of quality and value scores. 

 Table 34: Sports facilities - characteristics by hierarchy level 
E. Sports 
Facilities 

E1. Premier Sports 
Facility  

E2. District/town 
centre sports facility 

E3. Local/village 
sports facility 

Essential 
characteristics 

Active recreation / 
sport facilities to 
attract visitors 
within and outside 
of the district 

Active recreation / 
sport facilities to 
attract visitors 
throughout the 
district 

Active recreation / 
sport facilities for 
use by the local 
community 



SBDC Open Space, Sports an Land Use Consultants 
Recreational Facilities Strategy  May 2008 

75

Good provision of 
amenities and 
infrastructure 
including toilets, car 
parking, staff office 
litter bins and 
seating 

Sufficient provision 
of infrastructure and 
basic amenities 
including toilets, car 
parking, litter bins 
and seating 

Provision of 
appropriate 
infrastructure 

Value Score 
range (of 
audited) 

7* 2-48 9-24 

Quality Score 
range (of 
audited) 

17* 0-51 15-39 

* Due to the limited number of sites in some categories, it is not possible to provide a range of scores 
at this level. 

F. ALLOTMENTS 
6.75. There are a total of 8 allotments ranging from 0.24ha to nearly 3ha in size, and as 

shown in Table 35 these are all considered at the same hierarchy level, as 
local/village allotments. 

 Table 35: Allotments site category 

F1. Local/village 
allotments 

Size 0 to 3ha 

No. of  sites 8

F1. Local/village allotments 
6.76. The 8 allotments are listed in Table 36. The value scores for these sites range from 

8 to 20, and the quality scores range from 9 to 33. 

Table 36: Local/village allotments 

Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

IVE-10 Allotments 0.76 18 33

FUL-05 Allotments 0.47 14 26

BEA-02 Allotments 2.13 10 10

DEN-22 Allotments 0.24 8 9

BUR-39 Boundary Road Allotments 2.98 19 26

SP-13 Duffield Lane Allotments 1.54 15 24

IVE-04 Iver Heath Allotments 1.66 12 15

BEA-01 Luins Road Allotments 0.69 20 22
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6.77. Six of the allotment sites were fully accessible at the time of audit, but two were 
inaccessible (FUL-05 and SP-13) and were audited from the outside.  In terms of 
general access, three sites are openly accessible, and the other five sites are 
restricted to key-holders only. 

6.78. All of the allotment sites had step-free entrances (steps were present at one site but 
a step free entrance was also available here).  Just over half the sites (5 out of 8) have 
entrance signs. 

6.79. In terms of facilities, half of the sites contain on-site car parking.  Half of the sites 
contain green waste composting facilities.  None of the sites contain recycling 
facilities for allotment users. 

6.80. Most of the sites contain upwards of 6 habitats, including a mixture of grassland and 
trees (or woodland edge), scrub and hedgerow.   Only one site contained deadwood 
and only one contained bare soil. 

6.81. It was felt that six of the sites contributed to the sense of place of the immediate 
local area and six were considered to be visually attractive.  In just three of the sites 
there was evidence that the natural features were being managed for nature 
conservation.  

6.82. In terms of intrusions, half of the sites were affected by road noise, and five sites 
were affected by invading plants.  Rabbits were also noted as pests, affecting two of 
the sites.  

6.83. Just two of the sites have a permanent public notice board. 

Allotments – Key issues 

Theme 1: A welcoming place 

• Five of the eight sites audited would benefit from improvements to accessibility 
and signage with a quarter of the sites audited having the potential for 
improvements to the presentation of entrances and boundaries. 

Theme 2: Healthy, safe and secure 

• The need for a greater provision of basic facilities was highlighted in three of the 
sites audited including the installation of seating and raised allotment plots. 

Theme 3: Clean and well maintained 

• Two of the allotments sites audited would benefit from enhancements to 
maintenance in particular to prevent the deterioration of the plots when not in 
operation. 

Theme 4: Sustainability 

• The audit highlighted scope for enhancement to composting and waste 
minimisation and tree management. 
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Theme 5: Conservation and Heritage 

• Many of the sites are affected by intrusions for example invasive vegetation 

• A quarter of the sites audited revealed the potential to increase conservation 
management with particular attention given to boundary features. 

Theme 6 Community involvement 

• Half of the allotments audited would benefit from encouraging greater community 
and volunteer involvement and to increase the quantity of plots in operation.    

Theme 7: Marketing 

• No key issues recorded. 

Allotments – Key characteristics 
6.84. Table 29 sets out the key characteristics of allotments for the one level of the 

hierarchy, together with the range of quality and value scores. 

Table 37: Allotments - characteristics by hierarchy level 
F. Allotments F1. Local / village 

allotments  

Size 0 to 3ha 
Sufficient provision 
of basic amenities 
for use by the local 
community 

Essential 
characteristics 

Provide a good 
diversity of habitats 

Value Score 
range (of 
audited) 

8-20 

Quality Score 
range (of 
audited) 

9-33 

G. CIVIC SPACE 

G1. Local/village centre civic space 
6.85. Table 38 shows the scores for ‘The Nib’ in Burnham High Street which is the only 

open space within the civic space typology.   

 Table 38: Local / village centre civic space 

Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

BUR-32 The Nib 0.01 17 38
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Civic space – Key issues 

Theme 1: A welcoming place 

• The audit of the Nib Civic Space highlights the opportunity to provide more 
inclusive seating.  At present the seating consists of two benches, which do not 
have backs or armrests. Signage within the Nib could be improved so that the 
text is more visible. 

Theme 2: Healthy, safe and secure 

• No key issues recorded. 

Theme 3: Clean and well maintained 

• The audit revealed that the Nib would benefit from increased horticultural 
maintenance particularly of the climbing roses and the surrounding hedge. 

Theme 4: Sustainability 

• There is potential to provide recycling bin facilities.   

Theme 5: Conservation and Heritage 

• No key issues recorded. 

Theme 6 Community involvement 

• Civic spaces have potential to play an important role in engaging with the local 
community, for example, the mosaic at the Nib was designed by pupils of local 
schools as part of a competition.   

Theme 7: Marketing 

• No key issues recorded. 

H. COMMUNITY HALLS AND FACILITIES 
6.86. There are a total of 43 community halls and facilities, and as shown in Table 39 

these are all considered at the same hierarchy level, as local/village halls/facilities. 

Table 39: Community halls and facilities site category 
H. 
Community 
Halls and 
Facilities 

H1. Local/village 
hall/facility 

Size n/a 
Number of 
sites  

43 
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H1. Local/village hall/facility 
6.87. Table 40 lists the 43 local/village halls/facilities, together with their value and quality 

scores.  The value scores of the sites range from 5 to 29 and the quality scores range 
from 2 to 47. 

Table 40: Local/village halls/facilities 

Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

BUR-38 
1st Burnham & Hitcham Scout Group 
Hut 0.01 10 21

FUL-03 
1st Gerrards Cross & Fulmer Scout 
Hut 0.02 14 11

IVE-24 1st Iver Heath Scout Group 0.03 7 11

IVE-26 1st Iver Scout Hut 0.02 10 13

BEA-41 
Beaconsfield Masonic & Community 
Centre 0.03 14 10

BEA-43 
Beaconsfield United Reform / Holtspur 
URC 0.22 18 32

FR-24 Brian Jubb 0.03 13 22

BUR-25 Burnham Park Hall 0.14 22 47

BEA-46 Curzon Centre The 0.13 14 21

DEN-31 Denham Village Memorial 0.15 15 21

DOR-09 Dorney Village Hall 0.06 12 2

BUR-37 Dropmore hall 0.03 15 33

FR-03 Farnham Common Village 0.04 13 28

FR-04 Farnham Royal Village 0.05 10 14

BEA-61 Free Methodist Church 0.03 27 25

FUL-02 Fulmer Village Hall 0.02 19 46

GC-11 
Gerrards Cross Memorial Centre, East 
Common 0.09 29 40

GC-06 Girl Guide Headquarters 0.02 5 19

FUL-06 Girl Guide Hut 0.01 16 26

WEX-02 Harvey Memorial Hall 0.03 13 18

HED-02 Hedgerley Memorial 0.03 16 36

DEN-32 Higher Denham Community Hall 0.06 17 42

BEA-47 Holtspur Youth Club 0.03 6 13

IVE-43 Iver Heath Bowls Club 0.03 9 3

IVE-25 Iver Village Hall 0.06 15 36

IVE-42 Malta (Community Hall) 0.03 9 9

BEA-59 Red Cross Centre 0.03 10 29

BEA-52 Scout Hut 0.03 11 12

BEA-53 Scout Hut 0.03 7 11

HED-01 Scout Hut and Youth Club / football 0.02 7 15



SBDC Open Space, Sports an Land Use Consultants 
Recreational Facilities Strategy  May 2008 

80

Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

pavilion 

GC-12 
St James Church - New Community 
Hall 0.32 28 40

BEA-55 St John’s Ambulance 0.03 11 16

IVE-33 St Leondard's Church Hall 0.01 21 20

DEN-35 St Mark's Church Hall 0.13 15 25

BUR-22 St Peters Church Hall 0.07 23 38

SP-01 St. Andrews Church Hall 0.05 16 32

DEN-33 

St. Francis New Denham & Willow 
Bank Cm. Ass.(AKA New Denham 
Community Hall) 0.05 14 26

BEA-57 St. Teresa's Church 0.25 17 21

TAP-22 Taplow & Hitcham Women’s Institute 0.26 12 39

TAP-21 Taplow Village Centre 0.07 21 39

BEA-60 The Fitzwilliam Centre 0.10 12 17

BEA-58 The Reading Room 0.01 10 17

DEN-34 Wyatts Community 0.03 11 38
* Site not audited / no public access / not relevant to study 

6.88. The sites include scout and guide huts, village halls, church halls and other centres, 
providing for a range of activities.  A diverse range of activities is noted in the audit 
forms, including dance, drama and vocal classes, table tennis, martial arts, yoga classes 
and indoor bowls.  This is in addition to the number of activities which are evident in 
the centre names, such as scouting and guiding, Women’s Institute meetings, Red 
Cross and St. John’s ambulance meetings, and youth club events. 

6.89. Play equipment for under five year olds was present in a small proportion of the sites 
(5 out of 43).  Operational toilets were noted as being present in just 17 of the sites, 
and five of these had toilets with access for disabled people.  Three of the sites have a 
café on-site.  Over half of the sites (23 out of 43) had on-site car parking.  No 
recycling facilities were noted at any of the sites. 

6.90. Almost half of the sites (19 out of 43) were noted as contributing to the ‘sense of 
place’ of the local area, and a number contained landmark features of local 
importance, such as the war memorial at Burnham Park Hall. 

6.91. Over a third of the sites (16 out of 43) contained a permanent public noticeboard, 
with the majority of these containing up to date notices. 

Community Halls and Facilities – Key issues 

Theme 1: A welcoming place 

• Building presentation, accessibility and signage were highlighted for enhancement 
at some of the community halls. 
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Theme 2: Healthy, safe and secure 

• No key issues recorded. 

Theme 3: Clean and well maintained 

• The standard of maintenance to the buildings and surrounding horticultural 
features were highlighted for enhancement. 

Theme 4: Sustainability 

• No key issues recorded. 

Theme 5: Conservation and Heritage 

• No key issues recorded. 

Theme 6 Community involvement 

• The audits of the community halls identified the potential for the installation of 
notice boards providing a source of information for the local community, which 
could include details of local events and facilities.    

Theme 7: Marketing 

• No key issues recorded. 

Community Halls and Facilities – Key characteristics 
6.92. Table 29 sets out the key characteristics of community halls and facilities for the 

local / village hall / facility level of the hierarchy, together with the range of quality and 
value scores. 

Table 41: Community halls and facilities - characteristics by hierarchy level 
H. 
Community 
Halls and 
Facilities 

H1. Local / village 
hall / facility 

Good access Essential 
characteristics Provide good 

facilities for use by 
the local community 

Value Score 
range (of 
audited) 

5-29 

Quality Score 
range (of 
audited) 

2-47 
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I. SCHOOL AND EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES 
6.93. There are a total of 49 schools and educational facilities which were considered for 

audit, and as shown in Table 42 these are all considered at the same hierarchy level, 
as I1: Schools with sports facilities. 

Table 42: School and educational facilities site category 
I. School and 
educational 
facilities 

I1. School with 
sports facilities 

Size n/a 
Number of 
sites  

49 

I1. School with sports facilities 
6.94. Table 43 lists the 49 schools with sports facilities, together with their value and 

quality scores.  Twenty of these sites were not audited due to accessibility issues. 

Table 43: Schools with sports facilities 

Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

BEA-05 Beaconsfield High School 7.77 25 39

BEA-30 Beaconsfield School Playing Field 5.53 16 33

BUR-34 Burnham Grammar School 4.49 18 34

BUR-33 Burnham Upper School 3.71 18 25

BEA-45 Butlers Court 0.03 7 28

FR-01 Caldicott School 7.01 24 28

DEN-30 Denham Village Infant School 0.41 31 26

DOR-08 Dorney School 1.15 14 12

BUR-17 Dropmore Infant School 0.54 26 32

FR-07 
Farnham Common County Junior and 
Middle School 2.01 3 22

FR-11 Farnham Common Primary School 1.31 0 7

FR-16 Farnham Royal Combined School Land 0.9 0 8

FUL-01 Fulmer Infant  0.03 18 43

GC-01 Gerrards Cross C of E School 1.47 11 33

BEA-20 Holtspur Combined School 2.16 4 21

IVE-23 Iver Heath Infant 0.41 5 13

IVE-05 Iver Heath Junior and pre school 2.24 11 42

IVE-27 Iver Village Junior 0.82 15 26

IVE-02 Land r/o Iver Junior School 0.83 5 15

BUR-28 Lent Rise School 1.83 30 36

TAP-05 Licensed Victuallers Playing Fields 3.39 23 38
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Site ID Site Name 
Area 
(ha) 

Value 
Score 

Quality 
Score 

BUR-03 
School Field (St. Peters C of E 
Combined School) 1.98 19 25

BEA-56 St Marys & All Saints COE Infant 0.03 25 32

BEA-32 St Marys All Saints School 2.69 8 11

TAP-20 St Nicolas COE Combined 0.39 13 34

TAP-03 St. Nicolas' School 0.82 14 24

SP-12 
Stoke Poges Village Hall (Containing 
Sunshine Corner Pre School) 0.07 31 47

SP-14 The Stoke Poges School 1.62 36 44

DEN-18 Tilehouse School 0.77 19 5

GC-03 Acorn Montessorri* 0.03 N/A N/A

BEA-42 Beaconsfield Montessori School* 0.04 N/A N/A

BEA-44 Bridge Cottage Nursery School* 0.03 N/A N/A

FR-02 Dair House* 2.19 N/A N/A

BEA-13 Davenies Primary School* 3 N/A N/A

GC-04 Ferndale Nursery* 0.02 N/A N/A

GC-05 Gerrards Cross Montessori School* 0.03 N/A N/A

IVE-29 Iver Heath Nursery School* 0.03 N/A N/A

IVE-11 Iver infant and nursery school* 0.86 N/A N/A

IVE-28 Iver Village Pre School* 0.03 N/A N/A

BEA-49 Jack and Jill Pre School* 0.03 N/A N/A

WEX-01 Langely Manor Nursery School* 0.03 N/A N/A

FR-13 Little Beeces Montessori School* 0.03 N/A N/A

FR-12 Millwood House Day Nursery* 0.03 N/A N/A

BEA-50 Oakwood Nursery School* 0.03 N/A N/A

BEA-51 Penn Cottage Nursery School* 0.03 N/A N/A

SP-21 Rainbow Pre School* 0.03 N/A N/A

BEA-54 Squirrels Too Nursery* 0.03 N/A N/A

FR-19 St Mary's Pre School* 0.02 N/A N/A

IVE-30 Toad Hall Nursery* 0.03 N/A N/A
* Site not audited / no public access / not relevant to study 

6.95. Within the 29 audited sites, the most common sporting provision is for football, and 
a third of the sites (10 out of 29) have a junior sized football pitch.  Two of these ten 
also have a full sized football pitch, and one other site has just a full sized football 
pitch.  Two sites have junior rugby union pitches. 

6.96. Four sites have tennis courts (with a total of thirteen courts available).  Four sites 
also have general ‘kickabout’ areas for informal games. 

6.97. A total of six sites have athletics tracks (three of which are grass, two are synthetic 
and one is cinder).  One site (Caldicott School) contains two cricket pitches. 



SBDC Open Space, Sports an Land Use Consultants 
Recreational Facilities Strategy  May 2008 

84

6.98. There is one swimming pool contained within this provision, and four sites have 
sports halls.  

6.99. Half of the audited sites (15 out of 29) have play equipment on site, with up to ten 
items of equipment.  These sites all cater for under 5 year olds and/or 5 – 11 year 
olds.  
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7. SETTING FUTURE PROVISION STANDARDS 

7.1. This section sets the standards for open space, sports and recreational provision.  
The standards address three aspects of provision: accessibility, quality and quantity.  
The paragraphs below explain what the standards consist of and these are further 
defined and developed by hierarchy in Table 45 below.  These standards when 
applied in the subsequent section of this document highlight areas of deficiency and in 
turn inform the strategy for future improvement of existing spaces/facilities or 
creation of new open spaces or facilities in South Bucks. 

ACCESSIBILITY STANDARD DEFINITION 
7.2. The accessibility standard defines the maximum distance that typical users can 

reasonably be expected to travel to each type of provision using different modes of 
transport. 

7.3. In order to set the accessibility standard for South Bucks, reference can be made to a 
number of existing published guidelines, notably: 

• Best Practice Guidance of the London Plan, GLA, 2004 

• Providing Accessible Natural Greenspace in Towns and Cities: A Practical Guide 
to Assessing the Resource and Implementing Local Standards of Provision, 
Natural England (ANGSt) 

• The Six Acre Standard, NPFA, 2001 

7.4. The GLA Best Practice Guidance of the London Plan (for access to public open 
space) draws on the Six Acre Standard and gives guidance on distance thresholds for 
different size categories of open space, as summarised in Table 44.

Table 44: London’s public open space hierarchy 

Open space 
categorisation 

Size guideline 
Hectares (ha) 

Recommended 
distance from 
homes to open 
spaces 

Distance refined 
to take into 
account barriers 
to access 

Regional Over 400 ha 8km  

Metropolitan 60 – 400 ha 3.2km  

District 20 – 60 ha 1.2km  

Local Parks 2 – 20 ha 400m 280m 

Small Local Parks 0.4 – 2 ha 400m 280m 

Pocket Parks Less than 0.4 ha 400m 280m 

Linear Open Spaces  Where feasible  
Source: Guide to preparing Open Space Strategies: Best Practice Guidance of the London Plan 
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7.5. Natural England’s Accessible Natural Greenspace Standards model (ANGSt) relates 
to the provision of natural and/or semi-natural green space.  The standards are 
summarised below: 

• no person should live more than 300m from their nearest area of natural 
greenspace; 

• there should be at least one accessible 20ha site within 2km from home; 

• there should be one accessible 100ha site within 5km; 

• there should be one accessible 500ha site within 10km. 

7.6. Both of these standards referred to above have been considered in the local context 
for South Bucks, particularly with reference to the data gathered through public 
consultation about actual distances travelled, and in relation to the type and function 
of spaces.  Where appropriate, the standards have been refined and set for each level 
of the hierarchy, as set out in Table 45 below. 

QUALITY STANDARD DEFINITION 
7.7. The quality standard provides a benchmark against which the need for 

enhancement of existing facilities can be measured.  The standard relates to the 
quality of provision within a site, whether it is performing the function that would be 
expected of a site of that nature, and reflecting how well it is being managed and 
maintained. 

7.8. As part of the site audit each open space site was assessed for quality against the 
Green Flag criteria, this assessment was then transposed through a scoring system 
into a quality score as illustrated in the tables in Section 5.  In order to develop a 
quality standard which is appropriate for the type and function of open space, sports 
and recreational facilities in South Bucks, the existing quality of provision has been 
reviewed by typology and the associated hierarchy level(s).  Through reviewing the 
existing range of quality scores alongside the more detailed qualitative information 
recorded in the audit it has been possible to define an ‘acceptable quality 
threshold’, ensuring the resulting standard is appropriate for each level of the 
hierarchy. 

7.9. The resulting quality standards are set out in Table 45 below. 

VALUE ASSESSMENT 
7.10. Value is fundamentally different from quality; a space can be highly valued for a range 

of reasons even it is of low quality or vice versa.  As set out in the PPG17 
Companion Guide ‘value’ mainly relates to the following three things: 

• Context: e.g. an easily accessible space is higher value than one that is 
inaccessible to potential users, equally the value of a space may diminish if it is 
immediately adjacent to several others which provide the same functions. 



SBDC Open Space, Sports an Land Use Consultants 
Recreational Facilities Strategy  May 2008 

87

• Level and type of use: the primary purpose and associated use of a space can 
increase its value – well used spaces are of high value to people, similarly spaces 
with diverse habitats can be well used by wildlife and can be interpreted as having 
higher value. 

• Wider benefits: i.e. the benefits a space generates for people, biodiversity and 
the wider environment including the following - structural and landscape, 
ecological, education, social inclusion and health benefits, cultural and heritage, 
amenity benefits and ‘sense of place’, economic benefits. 

7.11. The site audit includes information which can be evaluated as part of a value 
assessment, in particular in relation to the wider benefits e.g. details about play 
provision which indicate play value and details of habitats recorded which indicate 
value to biodiversity.  The relevant audit information has been reviewed at each level 
of the hierarchy to develop a value threshold specific to the different types of open 
space, sports and recreational facilities in South Bucks. 

7.12. The value thresholds can be used in combination with the quality standard and 
accessibility standard to help determine where investment should be focused in the 
future.  This will be further explored in Section 8. 

QUANTITY STANDARD DEFINITION 
7.13. The quantity standard is defined by the overall amount of open space, sports and 

recreational facilities available to the population living in South Bucks.  The standard 
relates strongly to the planning of open space, providing a measure for protecting 
existing provision and providing guidance for additional provision in association with a 
new development.  As with the accessibility standard, published guidance provides a 
useful reference for setting the quantity standard but in order for the standard to be 
directly relevant to South Bucks District it needs to be based on comprehensive audit 
and analysis of the actual existing provision. 

7.14. As indicated in the PPG 17 Companion Guide quantity standards can be expressed as 
“a combination of a unit of ‘useful area’ of provision and a population” e.g. X hectares 
per1000 people.  For some types of facilities the area is less relevant and may be 
better expressed as a number of a certain type of facility per X people, particularly 
with regard to play and sports provision. 

7.15. The quantity standards have been developed for South Bucks through analysis of the 
existing quantity of provision and in light of the feedback received through 
consultation as to adequacy of the current provision. 

DEVELOPING THE STANDARDS BY HIERARCHY 
7.16. Table 45 below sets out the standards that have been developed for the different 

types and hierarchy of open space, sports and recreational facilities.  As summarised 
above, these are locally derived as a result of analysis of the audit data, consultation 
feedback and with reference to relevant published guidance. 
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Table 45: Standards 

Type Hierarchy Accessibility 
standard

Quantity 
standard 

Value 
threshold 

Quality 
standard 

A1. Country 
parks/Major District 
parks 

5 km 2 ha per 1000 
population 52 43

A2. Local/village 
parks/recreation 
grounds 

400m 0.75 ha per 1000 
population 33 39

A. Parks and 
gardens 

A3.  Pocket 
parks/gardens 400m 0.1 ha per 1000 

population 11 35

B1. Large scale play 
attraction 5 km 0.05xB1 per 1000 

population 35 44

B2. Local play area 400m 1xB2 per 1000 
population 28 41

B. Children 
and young 
people (also 
applicable to 
play facilities at 
other types of 
space) 

B3. Neighbourhood 
play area 400m 1xB3 per 1000 

population 21 33

C1. Strategic 
natural/semi-natural 
green spaces 

5km
(Serves District 
population and 
beyond)

23 32

C2. Major/ District 
natural/semi-natural 
green spaces 

2km 2 ha per 1000 
population 22 32

C3. Local/village 
natural/semi-natural 
green spaces 

400m 2 ha per 1000 
population 10 24

C. Natural 
and semi-
natural green 
spaces 

C4. Pockets of 
incidental 
natural/semi-natural 
green space 

400m 0.1 ha per 1000 
population 9 23

D. Amenity 
green spaces 

D1. Pockets of 
amenity green space 400m 0.1 ha per 1000 

population 7 30

E1. Premier sports 
facility 

(Serves District
and beyond)

(Serves District 
population and 
beyond)

17 39

Outdoor 
pitches, 
tennis 
&/or 
bowling 

1 ha per 1000 
population 15 39

E2. 
District/ 
town 
centre 
sports 
facility Indoor 

sports 
halls 

5km
0.05 sports halls 
per 1000 
population 
(i.e. 1 no. per 
20,000) 

15 39

E. Sports 
facilities 
(also applicable 
to sports facilities 
at other types of 
space) 

E3. Local/village 
sports facility 
(Outdoor pitches, 
tennis &/or bowling)

2km 0.1 ha per 1000 
population 10 32

F. Allotments F1. Local/village 
allotments 2km 0.25 ha per 1000 

population 11 22

G. Civic 
spaces (hard 
surfaced) 
 

G1.  Local/village 
centre civic space N/A* N/A* N/A N/A
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Type Hierarchy Accessibility 
standard

Quantity 
standard 

Value 
threshold 

Quality 
standard 

H. 
Community 
halls and 
facilities 

H1. Local/village 
hall/facility 2km N/A* 7 23

I. Schools and 
educational 
facilities 

I1. Schools with 
sports facilities 8km N/A* 15 39

*Note it is not appropriate to set accessibility and quantity standards for all types of 
provision.  Civic spaces (of which only one was identified in the audit) would not normally 
be required in association with a new development and so it is not necessary to set a 
standard.  Community halls vary greatly in the type and amount of facilities they provide 
making it difficult to set a comparative quantity standard of provision.  Schools with 
sports facilities may be able to substitute where other provision is not available but a 
requirement for the population to have access to a certain quantity of sports or recreational 
provision in schools would not normally form part of the quantity standard. 
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8. APPLYING PROVISION STANDARDS 

8.1. The accessibility, quality and quantity standards set out in Section 7 have been applied 
to the sites audited throughout this study.  This section shows the application of 
these standards, and examines the outputs. 

ACCESSIBILITY TO OPEN SPACE, SPORTS AND 
RECREATIONAL FACILITIES IN SOUTH BUCKS 

8.2. In order to apply the accessibility standards set out in Section 7 each level of the site 
hierarchy has been considered individually.  For each level of the hierarchy, both the 
sites in that level and all higher levels are considered; for example when assessing 
access to small local parks and gardens, major parks and gardens are also considered 
as these will more than substitute for the smaller sites. 

8.3. In applying accessibility standards, only those sites which have been classified as 
publicly accessible are assessed.  Map 16 to Map 23 show the application of the 
accessibility standard. 

QUALITY OF OPEN SPACE, SPORTS AND RECREATIONAL 
FACILITIES IN SOUTH BUCKS 

8.4. In applying the provision standards for quality, each site has been assessed against the 
threshold values given in Table 45. Thresholds have been provided for both Value 
and Quality.

Value 
8.5. Based on the thresholds established for Value scores in Section 7, which have been 

set for each individual hierarchy level, each site has been rated as being above or 
below the value threshold for its class, based on the site audit form scores.   

8.6. As set out Section 7, value relates strongly to context, the level and type of use, and 
the wider benefits a site generates for people and the environment. 

Quality 
8.7. Using a consistent methodology to the Value scoring, based on the threshold 

established for Quality scores in Section 7, which have been set for each individual 
hierarchy level, each site has been rated as being above or below the quality 
threshold for its class, based on the site audit form scores.   

Value and Quality Combined 
8.8. Using a combination of the Value and Quality factors it should be possible to identify 

which sites should be protected by the planning system, which require enhancement, 
and which sites may no longer be needed for their present purpose.  Each site has 
therefore been rated with a combined Value and Quality band.  These bandings have 
been used to help frame the priorities for the Action Plan (in Section 9), and take the 
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format of +/- symbols to annotate each band (i.e. high value/high quality is shown as 
++, high value/low quality is shown as +-).  Table 46 sets out the preferred policy 
approach towards sites which have been classified in this way. 

Table 46: Value and quality matrix (adapted from PPG17 Companion 
Guide) 

High value/high quality 
Low value/High quality 

+ + - +
Ideally all spaces and facilities should come 
into this category and the planning system should 
then seek to protect them. 
 

Wherever possible, the preferred policy approach 
to a space or facility in this category should be to 
enhance its value in terms of its present primary 
purpose. If this is not possible, the next best policy 
approach is to consider whether it might be of high 
value if converted to some other primary purpose. 
Only if this is also impossible will it be acceptable 
to consider a change of use. 

High value/Low quality Low value / Low quality 
+ - - -

The policy approach to these spaces or facilities 
should always be to enhance their quality and 
therefore the planning system should seek to 
protect them. 

Wherever possible, the policy approach to these 
spaces or facilities should be to enhance their 
quality provided it is possible also to enhance their 
value. If this is not possible, for whatever reason, 
the space or facility may be 'surplus to 
requirements' in terms of its present primary 
purpose.  

8.9. Map 8 to Map 15 show the distribution of the sites classified using both value and 
quality ratings.  Due to access constraints to privately managed sports facilities and 
halls (typologies E, H and I) the value/quality assessments may have resulted in low 
value/quality ratings due to a lack of detailed audit information on such sites. 

QUANTITY OF OPEN SPACE, SPORTS AND 
RECREATIONAL FACILITIES IN SOUTH BUCKS 

8.10. In order to apply the quantity standards set out in Section 7 each level of the site 
hierarchy has been considered individually.  The standards have not been applied to 
sites which currently have no public access.  Table 47 shows how each hierarchy is 
performing against the quantity standards in relation to the South Bucks population as 
recorded at the time of the 2001 Census.   
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Table 47:  Application of the quantity standards 

Hierarchy Class Area (ha) 
or 
number 
of 
accessible 
or 
restricted 
access 
sites 

Area or 
number 
of sites 
with no 
public 
access 

SBDC 
Population 

(2001 
Census) 

Area (ha) / 
number of 
sites per 
thousand 
population 

Standard (ha 
or no per 1000 

pop.) 

Standard 
unit I.e. 
ha or no

Above or 
below 
standard 

A1. Country parks/Major District parks 726.0 720.5 61,945 11.72 2 ha Above 

A2. Local/village parks/recreation grounds 55.9 40.5 61,945 0.90 0.75 ha Above 

A3.  Pocket parks/gardens 0.2 0.0 61,945 0.004 0.1 ha Below 

B1. Large scale play attraction (I.e. all types of 
site with 16 or more pieces of equipment)

2.0 0.0 61,945 0.03 0.05 no Below 

B2. Local play area (I.e. all types of site with 5 
or more (and less than 16) pieces of 
equipment)

16.0 1.0 61,945 0.26 1 no Below 

B3. Neighbourhood play area (I.e. all types of 
site with 3 or more (and less than 5) pieces of 
equipment)

12.0 0.0 61,945 0.19 1 no Below 

C1. Strategic natural/semi-natural green 
spaces 

208.4 215.7 61,945 3.36 (Serves District
and beyond)

ha N/A 

C2. Major/District natural/semi-natural 
green spaces 

398.8 0.0 61,945 6.44 2 ha Above 

C3. Local/village natural/semi-natural green 
spaces 

169.4 23.5 61,945 2.73 2 ha Above 

C4. Pockets of incidental natural/semi-
natural green space 

7.3 1.0 61,945 0.12 0.1 ha Above 

D1. Pockets of amenity green space 12.8 0.0 61,945 0.21 0.1 ha Above 

E1. Premier sports facility 1 2 61,945 0.00 (Serves District
and beyond)

no N/A 

E2. District/town centre sports facility - 
Outdoor pitches, tennis &/or bowling 

53.5 35.8 61,945 0.86 1 ha Below 

E2. District/town centre sports facility - 
Indoor sports halls 

2.0 2.0 61,945 0.03 0.05 no Below 

E3. Local/village sports facility - Outdoor 
pitches, tennis &/or bowling 

66.2 29.6 61,945 1.07 0.1 ha Above 

F1. Local/village allotments 10.5 0.0 61,945 0.17 0.25 ha Below 

G1. Local/village centre civic space 0.007 0.0 61,945 0.00 N/A ha N/A 

H1. Local/village hall/facility 3.0 0.0 61,945 0.05 N/A no N/A 

I1. School with sports facilities 21.5 21.5 61,945 0.35 N/A ha N/A 
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8.11. The paragraphs below draw together the issues relating to deficiencies in accessibility, 
quality and quantity of open space, sports and recreational in South Bucks that are 
highlighted as a result of applying the standards.  District-wide issues are summarised 
first followed by geographically specific issues organised by Parish.  Although broadly 
described by Parish the issues also consider cross-boundary relationships.  Map 24 
presents the value/quality ratings of all sites and also highlights key areas of deficiency 
in access to or quantity of open space, sports or recreational facilities. 

KEY FINDINGS AND ISSUES – DISTRICT WIDE 

Accessibility 
8.12. Most of the district has access to the 5 A1: Country parks/ major district parks 

which are publicly accessible, although there are areas in the north west of the 
district which are beyond the catchment zones to these sites (see Map 16).  In terms 
of A2: Local/ village parks/ recreation grounds, most parishes contain one or 
two sites within the main settlements (although extensive areas of the district as a 
whole are beyond the 400m accessibility standard set for this hierarchy level). 

8.13. There is just one fully publicly accessible large scale play attraction (B1) in the 
district, at Black Park.  Over half of the district (7950ha) is within the 8km catchment 
to this facility, although the western half of the district, is almost entirely beyond (see 
Map 17).  The one large scale play attraction with restricted access (Thames Valley 
Adventure Playground) provides significant play facilities for children with a wide 
variety of special needs, and as such is a unique facility within the district (and 
possibly beyond).  2,790ha of South Bucks is within the 8km catchment zone of this 
site, leaving over 11,330ha (and potentially around 47,800 people) beyond the 
catchment. 

8.14. Most parishes contain one or two local play areas (B2), predominantly within the 
Parks and Gardens typology.  Much of the district is beyond 400m of this type of 
provision (see Map 17); the main settlements affected by such deficiencies are 
highlighted under the relevant Parish headings below. 

8.15. Around half the district (7760 ha) is within the 5km catchment of Burnham Beeches 
(the one fully accessible site classified as C1. Strategic natural/ semi-natural green 
space) leaving a number of areas beyond the catchment zone (see Map 18).  At the 
next hierarchy level (C2. Major/ district natural/ semi-natural green space), there is a 
much greater provision throughout the district, although considerable deficiencies 
remain.  In terms of local/ village natural/ semi-natural green space (C3), there is 
some distribution of provision throughout almost all of the parishes in the district.  
The additional 9 pockets of incidental natural/ semi-natural green space (C4) enhance 
the contiguity of green space provision throughout the borough, particularly on the 
boundary between Farnham Royal and Burnham. 

8.16. The pockets of amenity green space sites (D1) within South Bucks are distributed 
relatively evenly throughout the district (see Map 19), although there are some 
locally specific deficiencies. 
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8.17. Dorney Rowing Lake, although included within the parks and gardens typology for its 
wider recreational role, is recognised as a key premier sports facility which attracts 
people from beyond the District boundary.  Over two-thirds of the district (9,510ha) 
is within the 5km catchment area of a freely accessible district/ town centre sports 
facility (E2) (see Maps 20 and 21).  In terms of access to local/ village sports facilities 
(E3), over 9,000ha (over two thirds of the district) is within 2km of a freely accessible 
site, including outdoor sports pitches, tennis and/or bowling facilities, and combined 
indoor/outdoor facilities. 

8.18. With just two ‘pay and play’ sports halls identified within the district (Evreham 
Sports Centre in Iver and the Beacon Centre in Beaconsfield), a considerable 
proportion of land lies beyond the 5km catchment zone for this sites (see Maps 20 
and 21).  However, most of the district is within 5km of a members only indoor 
sports hall.  This is supplemented by a number of facilities located outside the District 
in particular those in Slough, Windsor and Maidenhead.   

8.19. There are eight allotment sites distributed throughout the district (see Map 22), 
and most of the highly populated areas appear to be within the 2km catchment zones 
from these sites.  There are however some notable areas of deficiency highlighted 
under the Parish headings below. 

8.20. Community halls are well distributed across the District with provision in all of the 
main settlements as illustrated on Map 23.

Value and Quality 
8.21. Of the 291 sites included in this study the greatest number of sites (125) were rated 

above value but below quality (+-) highlighting the need for the quality of these open 
spaces and facilities to be enhanced and for the planning system to protect them (see 
Map 24).  37 sites were rated below value/below quality (--) highlighting the need to 
review the function of these sites in order to improve the value and quality of 
provision. 

8.22. Particular value/quality issues are evident within the local/village parks/recreation 
grounds hierarchy (A2) where 8 of the sites audited across the District were rated 
below value/below quality (--) and a further 8 were rated as above value/below 
quality (+-) (see Map 8). 

8.23. Particular quality issues were apparent in local/village natural/semi natural green 
spaces (C3) with 16 of the 27 sites included in the study being rated as above 
value/below quality (+-).  In addition, 7 out of the 9 pockets of incidental natural/semi 
natural green space (C4) were rated as above value/below quality (+-) (see Map 10). 

8.24. 30 of the 41 pockets of amenity green space (D1) were rated as above value/below 
quality (+-) (see Map 11). 

Quantity 
8.25. As shown in Table 47 there is insufficient quantity of provision in the following open 

space/facility hierarchies: 
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• Pocket parks and gardens (A3) 

• Play (B1, B2, B3) 

• District/town centre outdoor and indoor sports facilities (E2) 

• Allotments (F1) 

8.26. Other typolologies are above the basic quantity standard, partly because individual 
sites in South Bucks are characteristically large, however there is nothing in the 
consultation to suggest that there is a surplus of provision.  As shown by the 
accessibility mapping there are localised areas within South Bucks which are deficient 
in access to provision.  Some of the larger sites particularly A1, B1, C1 and E1 sites 
are likely to be serving visitors who come from beyond the District boundary so 
therefore these sites are serving a greater population than just District residents. 

KEY FINDINGS AND ISSUES – BY PARISH 

Beaconsfield Parish 

Accessibility 

1. Beaconsfield parish has a significant area (over 1000ha) which is deficient in access to 
parks and gardens at all levels of the hierarchy.  This area covers a considerable part 
of Beaconsfield town and based on the 2001 census the area contains approximately 
5,600 people.  Most of this area is to the north of the M40 motorway, which may also 
act as a further severance factor for this part of the parish.  This includes deficiency in 
access to A1: Country parks/ major district parks and a significant amount of residential 
land which is not within reach of a local/ village parks/ recreation ground.  The A3: 
Pocket parks/ gardens partly address this deficiency but considerable residential areas 
remain beyond the accessibility threshold to a park and garden. 

2. Beaconsfield is beyond the catchment of the publicly accessible large scale play attraction 
at Black Park.  Parts of the Parish are also beyond the recommended 400m catchment of 
local play areas (B2).  Some of this deficiency is addressed by the neighbourhood play 
areas (B3) towards the eastern fringe of the residential area. 

3. The northern parts of Beaconsfield parish are outside the 5km catchment of Burnham 
Beeches, the one fully accessible site classified as Strategic natural/ semi-natural green 
space (C1).  Even with the Major/ district natural/ semi-natural green space provision 
(C2) over 60% of the Parish is still beyond the catchment to the nearest site, amounting 
to over 7,000 people.  This deficiency is exacerbated by the motorway and railway lines 
which dissect the parish and may act as barriers to access.  Residents do however have 
access to a good network of smaller sites, local/ village natural/ semi-natural green spaces 
(C3). 

4. There are a number of pockets of amenity green space sites (D1) within the residential 
areas to the east and west of Beaconsfield town. 
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Value and Quality 

5. Over half of the open spaces/ facilities within Beaconsfield are of high value/ low quality 
suggesting that they should be protected and their quality enhanced.  Particular issues 
include: 

a. All of the E3. local/ village sports facilities are of a high value/ low quality. 

b. Six out of ten D1. pockets of amenity green space are of high value/ low quality. 

c. All of the A4. local/ village parks / recreation grounds are of high value/ low quality. 

d. Eight of the twelve H1. local/ village hall / facilities are of high value/ low quality.  

Burnham Parish 

Accessibility 

1. A significant area of residential land in the Parish is outside of the recommended access 
catchment of local/ village parks/ recreation grounds (A2). 

2. Burnham is beyond the catchment of the publicly accessible large scale play attraction 
(B1) at Black Park, however it is within easy reach of the specialised Thames Adventure 
play facility in neighbouring Taplow Parish. 

3. There are just two ‘pay and play’ sports halls identified within the district and Burnham is 
beyond the catchment zone although it is within 5km of a members only indoor sports 
hall.  The north area of the Parish is also deficient in access to local/ village sports 
facilities (E3) although this is remedied by good access to district/ town centre sports 
facilities (E2). 

Value and Quality 

4. There are many open spaces/ facilities within Burnham which are of high value/ low 
quality suggesting that they should be protected and their quality enhanced.  Particular 
issues include: 

a. The two main A2. local/ village parks / recreation grounds are of high value/ low 
quality. 

b. Both of the B2. local play areas are of high value/ low quality. 

c. Four of the five D1. pockets of amenity green space are of high value/ low quality. 

Denham Parish 

Accessibility 

1. Some localised residential areas in Denham (around Denham Green) are deficient in 
access to A2: Local/ village parks/ recreation grounds and A3: Pocket parks/ gardens. 

2. Parts of Denham are beyond the 400m catchment of local play areas (B2).  Much of the 
deficiency is met with the provision of 3 fully accessible neighbourhood play areas (B3), 
and one with restricted access (Denham Village Infant School). 
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3. Denham is outside the 5km catchment of Burnham Beeches, the one fully accessible site 
classified as Strategic natural/ semi-natural green space (C1).  A considerable proportion 
of Denham parish is also beyond the catchment of the next hierarchy level (C2. Major/ 
district natural/ semi-natural green space).  The Local/ village natural/ semi-natural green 
spaces (C3) and pockets of incidental natural/ semi-natural green space (C4) partly 
addresses this deficiency. 

4. There are a number of pockets of amenity green space sites (D1) within the residential 
areas particularly Denham Green and Denham village itself. 

5. The north of Denham Parish is beyond the catchment zone of the two ‘pay and play’ 
sports halls or equivalent members only facilities. 

6. The east of Denham Parish (Denham Green and New Denham) are beyond the 
catchment zone of the allotments in this Parish. 

Value and Quality 

7. Four of the A2. local/ village parks / recreation grounds are of low value/ low quality. 

8. The main country park is of high value/ low quality. 

9. Four of the six C3. local/ village natural/ semi-natural green spaces are of high quality/ 
low value. 

Dorney Parish 

Accessibility 

1. Dorney is beyond the catchment of the publicly accessible large scale play attraction (B1) 
at Black Park, however it is within easy reach of the specialised Thames Adventure play 
facility in neighbouring Taplow Parish.  There are no play facilities within Dorney Parish 
itself and it is outside the catchment of any neighbouring local play areas (B2) or 
neighbourhood play areas (B3). 

2. The majority of the Parish is outside the 5km catchment of Burnham Beeches, the one 
fully accessible site classified as Strategic natural/ semi-natural green space (C1). 

3. There are just two ‘pay and play’ sports halls identified within the district and Dorney is 
beyond the catchment zone although it is within 5km of a members only indoor sports 
hall. 

Value and Quality 

4. Dorney local/ village park / recreation ground is of low value/ low quality. 

5. Three of the C2. major/ district natural/ semi-natural green spaces are of high value/ low 
quality. 
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Farnham Royal Parish 

Accessibility 

1. Farnham Royal Parish has no provision of parks and gardens at any level of the hierarchy 
and although it is within the catchment of country parks/major district parks it is entirely 
beyond the recommended catchment of any local facilities in other parishes. 

2. There is only one neighbourhood play area (B3) in the north of the Parish, the majority 
of the area being beyond the recommended catchment of both local and neighbourhood 
play areas (B2 or B3). 

3. There are a number of pockets of amenity green space sites (D1) within the residential 
areas to both the north and south of the Parish. 

6. There are just two ‘pay and play’ sports halls identified within the district and Farnham 
Royal is beyond the catchment zone, although it is within 5km of a members only indoor 
sports hall. 

7. Farnham Royal has no allotments within the Parish itself, and much of the residential area 
to the south of the Parish lies beyond the catchment zone for the nearest allotments in 
Stoke Poges. 

Value and Quality 

8. Over half of the open spaces/ facilities within Farnham Royal Parish are of high value/ low 
quality suggesting that they should be protected and their quality enhanced.  Particular 
issues include: 

a. All of the C4. pockets of incidental natural/ semi-natural green spaces and C3. local/ 
village natural/ semi-natural green spaces are of high value / low quality. 

b. Four of the five D1. pockets of amenity green space are of high value/ low quality. 

c. One of the E2. district/ town centre outdoor sport facilities is of high value/ low 
quality. 

d. Two of the H1. local/ village hall / facilities are of high value / low quality. 

Fulmer Parish 

Accessibility 

1. The east of Fulmer Parish is beyond the 5km catchment zone of Burnham Beeches, the 
one fully accessible site classified as C1. Strategic natural/ semi-natural green space.  
There are no natural/ semi-natural green spaces in the Parish itself but it is within reach 
of major/ district natural/ semi-natural green spaces (C2) in neighbouring parishes. 

2. The Parish does have a local play area (B2) at the recreation ground but the main village 
of Fulmer is beyond the 400m recommended catchment of this facility. 
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Value and Quality 

3. There is one D1. pocket of amenity green space which is of high value/ low quality. 

4. There is one H1. local/ village hall/ facility of high value/ low quality. 

Gerrards Cross Parish 

Accessibility 

1. Gerrards Cross is within the catchment zone of Black Park, a country park/ major 
district park (A1) but over 90ha of the Parish is deficient in access to Local/ village parks/ 
recreation grounds (A2) and Pocket parks/ gardens (A3) although it is noted that 
Gerrards Cross Common (C2: major/ district natural/ semi-natural green spaces) 
provides many of the functions of a recreation ground. 

2. Play provision is limited to the local play area (B2) on Gerrards Cross Common which 
leaves the north of the Parish beyond the recommended catchment of a local (B2) or 
neighbourhood (B3) play facility. 

3. There are no pockets of amenity green space sites (D1) in Gerrards Cross. 

4. There are just two ‘pay and play’ sports halls identified within the district and Gerrards 
Cross is beyond the catchment zone, although it is within 5km of a members only indoor 
sports hall. 

5. There are no allotments in Gerrards Cross Parish and much of the residential area lies 
beyond the catchment zones of the allotments in neighbouring Denham and Fulmer6.

Hedgerley Parish 

Accessibility 

1. The west of the Parish is beyond the recommended catchment of country parks/ major 
district parks (A1) and, although there are two local/ village parks/ recreation grounds 
(A2), over 170ha is deficient in access to local/ village parks/ recreation grounds (A2) and 
Pocket parks/ gardens (A3). 

2. The west of the Parish is beyond the recommended catchment of the large scale play 
attraction (B1) at Black Park and the Parish is beyond the catchment of any local play 
areas (B2).  The majority of the residential area of Hedgerley is however provided for by 
the one neighbourhood play area (B3) in the Parish. 

3. The majority of the Parish has access to mainly ‘pay and play’ district/ town centre sports 
facilities (E2) but the local/ village sports facility (E3) equivalent at Hedgerley Hill is freely 
accessible. 

6. The east of the Parish is beyond the catchment zone of the two ‘pay and play’ sports 
halls, although the rest of the Parish is within 5km of a members only indoor sports hall. 

 
6 Fulmer Parish Council does however allow residents from Gerrards Cross to use the allotments in Fulmer. 
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Value and Quality 

7. One of the A2. local/ village parks/ recreation grounds is of a high value/ low quality and 
one is of low value/ low quality. 

8. Two C3. local/ village natural/ semi-natural green spaces are of high value/ low quality. 

Iver Parish 

Accessibility 

1. The residential area around Richings Park is notably deficient in access to local/ village 
parks/ recreation grounds (A2), although this is partially addressed by the small 
Resident's Association Garden, a pocket park/ garden (A3). 

2. The area around Richings Park in the south of the Parish together with other residential 
areas in the middle and to the north of the Parish are outside of the recommended 
catchment of local (B2) or neighbourhood (B3) play facilities. 

3. Significant parts of Iver are not within the catchment of a freely accessible sports facility 
however the majority of the Parish is within reach of a ‘pay and play’ facility. 

Value and Quality 

4. One of the three A2. local/ village parks/ recreation grounds is of high value/ low quality. 

5. One of the C2. major/ district natural/ semi-natural green spaces is of high value/ low 
quality and one is of low value/ low quality. 

6. Eight of the nine D1. pockets of amenity green space are of high value/ low quality. 

Stoke Poges Parish 

Accessibility 

1. Stoke Poges has no freely accessible local play areas (B2), although there is restricted 
access to facilities at Stoke Poges School and the Polish Association Playing Fields.  There 
is limited coverage of the Parish by the neighbourhood play areas (B3) at Bells Hill and 
Plough Lane Recreation Grounds. 

2. The west of the Parish is beyond the catchment zone of the two ‘pay and play’ sports 
halls, although the rest of the Parish is within 5km of a members only indoor sports hall. 

Value and Quality 

3. Two A2. local/ village parks/ recreation grounds are of high value/ low quality. 

4. One C3. major/ district natural/ semi-natural green space is of high value/ low quality. 
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Taplow Parish 

Accessibility 

1. Although the Parish has easy access to Cliveden, a country park/ major district park (A1), 
the main village of Taplow itself is beyond the recommended catchment of a freely 
accessible local/ village park/ recreation ground (A2), the nearest site being the Hitcham 
and Taplow Recreation Ground to the southeast of the village. 

2. Taplow is beyond the catchment of the freely accessible large scale play attraction (B1) at 
Black Park and also does not have access to a local or neighbourhood play area (B3).  
Taplow does however benefit from the specialised Thames Adventure play facility 
located within the Parish. 

3. The majority of the Parish is outside of the catchment of the two ‘pay and play’ sports 
halls although there is access a members only indoor sports hall. 

Value and Quality 

4.  Cliveden Estate, in the A1 country parks/ major district parks hierarchy, is below the 
value threshold due to the key function of the open spaces being more specialised than 
the other sites in this category. 

5. One of the A2. local / village parks /recreation grounds is below value / below quality. 

Wexham Parish 

Accessibility 

1. There are no pockets of amenity green space (D1) in Wexham. 

2. Significant parts of Wexham only have access to ‘pay and play’ district/ town centre 
sports facilities (E2) although the majority of the Parish does have access to freely 
accessible local/ village sports facilities (E3). 

Value and Quality 

3. Several open spaces are of low value/ low quality including one A1. country park (Langley 
Park), one A2. local recreation ground (Harvey Memorial Recreation Ground), and one 
C2. major/ district natural/ semi –natural green spaces (Rowley Woods). 
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9. DEVELOPING A VISION AND OBJECTIVES 

9.1. This section sets out the vision, objectives and action plan for the future management 
and improvement of open space, sports and recreational facilities in South Bucks.  
The action plan is presented in two parts: firstly a series of District-wide actions are 
identified and then key actions are set out for each Parish. 

DEVELOPING THE VISION 
9.2. The relatively sparsely populated District of South Bucks faces a number of external 

pressures due to its proximity to London and other major settlements and the need 
to accommodate additional housing whilst providing for the diverse needs of existing 
and neighbouring communities. 

9.3. The rich heritage of the District is evident in the number of historic and cultural 
designations including thirteen Registered Parks and Gardens (including the Grade 1 
Registered Cliveden), a number of Scheduled Monuments together with a whole host 
of Listed Buildings and Conservation Areas.  This heritage resource is coupled with a 
concentration of landscapes of nature conservation importance ranging from 
Burnham Beeches which is of European significance, to a large number of nationally 
important sites designated as SSSIs and NNRs and many sites of county and local 
importance. 

9.4. South Bucks contains a number of distinctive landscape features including the River 
Thames, the Jubilee River, the Grand Union Canal, the Colne River Valley and extant 
heathland and parkland.  The protection of these important landscape features is 
being managed through a number of sub-regional initiatives. 

9.5. This strategy must balance the needs of the community whilst protecting and 
enhancing the unique heritage, nature conservation and landscape qualities, which 
together form the exceptional character and quality found throughout South Bucks. 

9.6. The vision and objectives set out below have been developed in light of the factors 
summarised above and informed by a number of existing relevant plans, strategies 
and initiatives.  Those which have directly informed the vision include the LDF Core 
Strategy Preferred Options Document 2006; South Bucks Community Plan 2006 – 2016; 
Towards a Strategic Framework for Green Infrastructure in Buckinghamshire 2007; Colne 
Valley Regional Park Actions and Vision 2006 – 2009; and the North West London 
Green Arc initiative. 

STRATEGY VISION 

South Bucks District Council will protect and enhance the existing open space, sports and 
recreational facilities resource across the District and extend provision where there are 
deficiencies.  The Council will facilitate the provision of safe, welcoming and engaging spaces 
and places for the enjoyment of the whole community and ensure that the special nature 
conservation and heritage qualities present throughout the District are conserved and 
enhanced.  The Council will promote the creation of a contiguous network of open spaces, 
encouraging and enabling access to open space, play, and sports facilities to improve the 
health of residents, workforce and visitors alike. 
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OBJECTIVES 
• Protect existing open spaces and facilities as an important community, nature 

conservation and heritage resource. 

• Use the standards set out in this document to guide improvement to existing 
provision and to guide provision of new open spaces and facilities in the future (in 
terms of value, quality, quantity and accessibility). 

• Provide open spaces, sports and recreational facilities that positively welcome 
people, in terms of both physical and social access. 

• Ensure a healthy, safe and secure experience for users. 

• Provide well-maintained and clean open spaces and facilities, maintaining the 
landscape, buildings and infrastructure to consistently high standards. 

• Improve the environmental quality and sustainability of practices carried out in 
South Bucks open spaces and facilities. 

• Maintain and enhance the landscape character and nature conservation value 
of South Bucks open spaces, whilst ensuring provision for contemporary users. 

• Provide opportunities to increase community use and involvement, particularly 
through events, education, interpretation and building partnerships. 

• Ensure effective promotion of South Bucks open spaces and facilities as a 
community resource. 

• Ensure this strategy is used as a management tool to guide the future 
improvement of open spaces and facilities in South Bucks. 

• Implement this strategy by working with partner organisations and with reference 
to all relevant policy.

• Have regard to any opportunities for the restoration of damaged or 
contaminated land that may further the implementation of the above objectives, 
that may be viable and where the land and location may be suitably appropriate. 

ACTION PLAN 

District wide actions 
9.7. The following actions need to be addressed on a District-wide scale in response to 

the issues highlighted throughout this document (referring particularly to Sections 4, 
6 and 8). 

SBDC-A. Increase the quantity of provision in areas currently deficient, 
including the following types: 

• Play provision 

• Youth provision 
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• Allotment provision 

• Indoor and outdoor sports provision – increase facilities available for public 
use (pay and play) 

• Further explore the need for an accessible swimming pool in South Bucks 

SBDC-B. Focus on the following areas to improve the overall quality of 
provision: 

• Improve the management and maintenance of all spaces and facilities, paying 
particular attention to existing play provision.  

• Increase the provision of site furniture (e.g. seating/bins etc.) throughout the 
District.   

• Develop management plans for all country parks/ major district parks.   

• Prepare management plans for all C1-C3 natural/semi-natural green spaces 
(where not already established) to manage for and protect biodiversity value 
whilst encouraging informal recreational use of these spaces through 
improved signage and awareness raising. 

• Improve overall design quality to maximise the value of the existing 
spaces/facilities.   

• Explore opportunities to enhance the biodiversity value of all open spaces.   

SBDC-C. Enhance access to and within open spaces, sports and 
recreational facilities by addressing the following issues: 

• Develop a strategy for signage to guide parishes and other site managers 
including welcoming entrance signs, directional signage, interpretation, of a 
size and style appropriate for the location. 

• Explore ways to reduce the barriers to accessing sports facilities. 

• Improve accessibility within open spaces and facilities with reference to the 
Disability Discrimination Act.  

• Promote existing sports facilities and both local and more strategic accessible 
open spaces (expand on example schemes such as ‘Simply Walk’). 

• Target under-represented groups in the marketing and promotion of open 
spaces and facilities to widen the audience.   

• Review car park charging policy and consider provision of permits to local 
residents who use larger parks and gardens as a local amenity.   

• Develop a young ranger scheme to positively engage youths in the 
management and maintenance of open spaces and facilities and engender local 
ownership.   

• Explore opportunities to enhance connectivity between open spaces and 
residential areas by developing a series of green links.  Opportunities including 
enhancement of the cycle network, other Rights of Way and public transport 
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links should be considered.  Particular consideration should be given to 
opportunities identified in the Green Infrastructure Framework Plan for High 
Wycombe and South Bucks Action Area (see Appendix 3). 

 SBDC-D. Develop the following tools to help implement the strategy: 

• Develop an approach and structure for funding capital improvements through 
consolidating existing partnership working between SBDC, the County 
Council, Parish Councils as well as other established groups and partnerships 
such as Colne Valley Regional Park and Green Arc.  A review of external 
grant funding opportunities should also be carried out.   

• Explore opportunities for working together with private land/facility owners 
and managers to maximise access to existing open space, sport and recreation 
facilities not currently open for general public use.   

• Draw up a Supplementary Planning Document (SPD) to set out how 
developer contributions will be calculated. 

• Monitor changes in open space, sports and recreational provision through 
updating the district database created as part of this strategy which will 
require effective communication between SBDC, the Parishes and other 
landowners. 

Parish action plans 
9.8. Site-specific enhancement notes for all sites audited are available in Appendix 7. As 

highlighted through the site audit work there is scope for a degree of enhancement in 
most of the spaces and facilities but through the analysis of this information it is 
possible to focus in on a number of key actions in each Parish which are needed to 
address a particular deficiency or to address a particular quality or value issue. 

9.9. The following actions need to be addressed at a local level, in response to Parish 
specific issues highlighted in the earlier sections of this document. 

Beaconsfield Action Plan 

BEA-A.  Ensure accessibility to the Country Parks/Major District Parks is 
maximised through public transport links as the majority of 
Beaconsfield residents are beyond the accessibility threshold. 

BEA-B.  Improve the quality of the only two local/ village park/recreation 
ground namely Holtspur Recreation Ground and Malthouse Square 
Recreation Ground. 

BEA-C.  Improve the quality of Garvin Avenue Play Area to ensure this facility 
is providing maximum benefit to the local community. 

BEA-D. Address the deficiencies in access to local/village park/recreation 
grounds including lack of play facilities by exploring the scope to 
enhance the amenity green spaces in the east of Beaconsfield (which 
currently serve little function) and for opportunities to secure new 
space. 

BEA-E.  Improve the quality and accessibility of the natural/semi-natural green 
spaces for visitors and biodiversity 
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BEA-F.  Enhance the value and quality of the existing outdoor pitches and 
tennis facilities in the parish 

BEA-G. Improve the value and quality of the allotments to the east of 
Beaconsfield (BEA-02) to maximise their value to the local 
community.  If the site is deemed to be underused as an allotment 
site then it should be used to meet deficiencies in other types of 
provision in the Parish.   

BEA-H. Improve the quality of the Holtspur Youth Club. 

Burnham Action Plan 

BUR-A. Enhance the quality of the two main parks and gardens (Burnham 
Park BUR-35 and recreation ground with playground BUR-16) to 
meet the quality threshold. 

BUR-B.  Enhance the quality of the two children’s play areas (Stomping 
Ground BUR-21 and BUR-09 on the western parish boundary) to 
meet the quality threshold. 

BUR-C. Seek opportunities to create new local parks and play areas in the 
northern part of Burnham which is deficient in these local spaces. 

BUR-D. Improve the biodiversity value of the parks and gardens as these 
spaces are located in areas deficient in local natural/semi-natural 
spaces. 

BUR-E.  Enhance quality of the amenity green spaces, explore scope for these 
spaces to provide some of the functions of a park and garden (to 
address the deficiency in this type of provision).  Granville Close 
(BUR-05) and Pond and Open Space (BUR-02) have such potential. 

BUR-F.  Explore opportunities to enhance access to the indoor sports 
facilities at Burnham Upper School or options for creating new 
facilities to address the deficiency in this type of provision (if action 
FR-C is not implemented). 

Denham Action Plan 

DEN-A. Enhance the value and quality of the local/ village park/recreation 
grounds in Tatling End, New Denham and Denham to maximise their 
value to the local community for play, informal recreational 
opportunities and, where appropriate, sport - namely The Way and 
Tillard Memorial Cricket Ground (DEN-02), Alderbourne Field with 
Play Area (DEN-05), Knighton Way Lane Playing Pitch with play area 
(DEN-07), and Tatling End Play Area (DEN-10). 

DEN-B. Seek opportunities to secure new space to create a local/village 
park/recreation ground including children’s play facilities in Denham 
Green to counter the deficiency in access to this type of provision (in 
the meantime ensure and improve safe routes to Denham where 
other facilities exist beyond the catchment). 

DEN-C. Improve the quality of the local/village natural/semi-natural green 
spaces (C3). 

DEN-D. Improve the quality of Denham Country Park in order to meet the 
quality standard ensuring it provides both the functions of a park and 
garden as well as a natural/semi-natural green space (in which 
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Denham is deficient).  Improvements to include: 

• Introduce play facilities - consider ‘natural’/’adventure’ type play 
provision. 

• Improve signage (entrance, directional and interpretation) and 
promote accessibility within the Country Park and links with the 
surrounding area. 

DEN-E. Review use and function of Tilehouse School Field (uncut meadow at 
time of audit, no apparent use) and improve to meet quality 
threshold. 

DEN-F. Establish and promote easy access trail at Northmoor Hill Woods 
and secure west boundary to limit unauthorised access by scramble 
bikes. 

DEN-G. Improve community/volunteer involvement opportunities in Denham 
Country Park.   

Dorney Action Plan 

DOR-A. Provide new children’s play facilities for all ages either at Trumpers 
Field recreation ground and/or at Dorney Rowing Lake to address 
the deficiency in this type of provision. 

DOR-B. Improvement project needed to enhance value and quality of 
Trumpers Field recreation ground. 

DOR-C. Improve the accessibility, quality and interpretation of the 
natural/semi-natural green spaces in the Parish and encourage use of 
these spaces, ensuring the management regime maximises the 
biodiversity value as well as facilitating access (including the Jubilee 
River public access area and the Thames Path also running through 
Taplow Parish). 

Farnham Royal Action Plan 

FR-A.  Create new local/ village park/recreation ground including children’s 
play facilities through exploring potential to enhance existing spaces 
of different type (potentially Farnham Park Playing Fields7) and/or to 
secure new space. 

FR-B.  Improve management and maintenance of the natural/semi-natural 
green spaces. 

FR-C.  Enhance the quality of Farnham Park Playing Fields to meet the 
threshold for this important accessible district/town centre sports 
facility, including indoor sports provision to address the deficiency.   

FR-D.  Explore opportunities for the establishment of an allotment site 
within the Parish. 

FR-E.  Improve the presentation of Brian Jubb and Farnham Royal halls. 

7 Colliers CRE has concluded that there is the potential to provide additional indoor facilities at Farnham Park Playing Fields incorporating public changing 
facilities and associated facilities for sports clubs e.g. bar and community meeting rooms, car parking etc.  The existing changing room facilities are deficient and 
improvements could be secured by combining the floor space from several separate existing buildings into one new building.  The strategy is to improve the 
quality of such provision and ensure it is on a sound financial basis for the future.  They also point out that the site could provide children’s play facilities at its 
southern end.  The intent would be to achieve this without detriment to the pitches.  In addition they point to the potential to extend the use of the area for 
informal recreation and to enhance the landscape and so the overall character of the area.  The Colliers CRE approach would effectively create a park as well 
as a sports area.  A master plan led approach to the site is recommended. 
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Fulmer Action Plan 

FUL-A.  Explore opportunities to provide village park and children’s play 
facilities closer to the main village centre. 

FUL-B.  Provide directional signage to the existing recreation ground from 
the village and ensure safe route. 

FUL-C.  Maximise the accessibility of the sports provision to the local 
community at the recreation ground. 

FUL-D.  Improve quality of 1st Gerrards Cross and Fulmer Scout hut. 

Gerrards Cross Action Plan 

GC-A.  Maximise value of Gerrards Cross Common to partly substitute for 
the deficiency in accessibility to a local/ village park/recreation 
ground (it already has some play provision and a football pitch) 

GC-B.  Explore scope for creating a second children’s play area to the north 
of the railway line. 

GC-C.  Explore the opportunity to provide an allotment site within the 
Parish (currently residents use Fulmer Parish allotments which are 3 
to 4km away). 

GC-D.  Explore the possibility of increasing the amount of amenity green 
space or civic space in the area to the north of the railway where 
there is limited provision. 

Hedgerley Action Plan 

HED-A. Enhance the value and quality of the two existing parks and gardens 
to ensure these spaces are providing the maximum benefits for the 
local community in an otherwise deficient area.  

HED-B. Explore opportunity to create a second children’s play area in the 
parish (possibly near Hedgerley Green) to address the deficiency in 
the north of the Parish. 

HED-C. Improve accessibility and signage at Kiln Wood and Kemsley Wood 
as a local community resource. 

Iver Action Plan 

IVE-A.  Enhance the quality of Iver Heath Recreation Ground to provide for 
informal recreation, play and sport8.

IVE-B.  Explore opportunities to create a local/ village park/recreation 
ground including play facilities for all ages and outdoor sports 
facilities to cater for residents in Richings Park (in the meantime 
ensure safe routes to enable access to the nearest provision). 

IVE-C.  In addition explore opportunities to provide additional local play 
facilities in the southern part of Iver Heath and potentially at Iver 
Heath Fields to serve areas currently deficient in local provision. 

IVE-D.  Enhance the quality of the amenity green spaces in the housing 
estates at Love Green and Iver Heath so these provide benefits to 
the community and wildlife. 

IVE-E.  Enhance the quality of Thorney Park Country Park and Iver Heath 

8 Planning permission has already been obtained for new changing rooms to replace the existing. 
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Fields as important local natural/semi-natural green spaces, 
particularly to make them more welcoming through clear signage. 

IVE-F.  Improve accessibility and entrance signage at Iver Heath allotments. 

Stoke Poges Action Plan 

SP-A.  Improve the quality of Bells Hill Recreation Ground (SP-11) and 
Plough Land Recreation Ground (SP-03) in particular to enhance play 
provision (for all ages) and sport. 

SP-B.  Explore whether the existing play facilities at the Polish Association 
Playing Fields (SP-05) can be made freely accessible.  If this is not 
possible seek opportunities to create new play provision in the south 
of the Parish. 

SP-C.  Enhance the quality of Stoke Common (the ownership of this site has 
recently been transferred to the City of London). 

SP-D.  Improve the quality of the existing sports facilities at the Polish 
Association Playing Fields (SP-05) and Stoke Green Cricket Ground 
(SP-07) to meet the quality standard. 

SP-E.  Explore any sports and recreational opportunities that may be 
suitable at Magnolia Farm (2007 planning permission for new outdoor 
sports pitches), and/or at the former ICI sports ground (closed to 
use 2007) or Wexham Park stadium (closed to previous occupants 
2004). 

Taplow Action Plan 

TAP-A.  Explore scope to provide local village park/recreation ground for 
Taplow residents (existing Taplow and Hitcham Recreation Grounds 
Association space seems prime target as existing space with scope 
for enhancement.) 

TAP-B.  Cliveden – improve and promote links with surrounding area 
through signage, maps and guides 

TAP-C. Improve the accessibility and interpretation of the natural/semi-
natural green spaces in the Parish and encourage use of these spaces, 
ensuring the management regime maximises the biodiversity value as 
well as facilitating access (including the Jubilee River public access 
area and the Thames Path also running through Taplow Parish). 

Wexham Action Plan 

WEX-A. Improve value and quality of Langley Park (WEX-05) as a district 
visitor attraction (HLF bid in progress)

WEX-B. Create safe route between Black and Langley Country Parks.   
WEX-C. Improve the value and quality of Harvey Memorial Recreational 

Ground (WEX-07).   
WEX-D. Explore opportunities to increase access to sports facilities at Fulmer 

Grange (WEX-06).   
WEX-E. Enhance access and interpretation at Rowley Woods (WEX-03). 
WEX-F. Improve volunteer and community involvement opportunities at 

Black Park (WEX-04) and Langley Park (WEX-05).   
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10. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR IMPLEMENTATION 

10.1. This section sets out recommendations for taking the strategy forward including the 
personnel to be involved, potential funding sources, development of planning policy 
and production of a Supplementary Planning Document. 

ROLE OF PROPERTY AND CONTRACT SERVICES 
DEPARTMENT AND PARISH COUNCILS 

10.2. The Property and Contract Services department of South Bucks District Council will 
facilitate the implementation of this strategy.  The strategy will require effective 
partnership working with the Parish Councils in particular, which have considerable 
responsibility for delivering the management and maintenance of open spaces and 
facilities. 

10.3. A key officer from the Property and Contract Services department (e.g. the 
landscape assistant) should act as lead officer and would set up and chair an open 
space, sports and recreational facilities working group to oversee the strategy’s 
implementation. 

POTENTIAL FUNDING SOURCES 
10.4. There will be significant costs associated with the strategy, in terms of capital works 

improvements, increased management and maintenance costs and additional officer 
time input.  Suitable sources of funding might include: 

• Section 106 agreements 

• Public sector grant funding 

• Private sector grant funding 

• Earned income 

• Endowments 

10.5. In order to explore the best options for funding it may be useful to carry out a 
review of the existing management and financing arrangements and to assess 
alternative models of management, for example examine the feasibility of establishing 
a green space trust.  A programme for implementation, monitoring and review of the 
strategy should then be established. 

10.6. The substantial amount of data that has been prepared as part of the strategy 
provides a valuable digital mapping and database tool which can be fully utilised and 
updated by the Council as required. 



SBDC Open Space, Sports an Land Use Consultants 
Recreational Facilities Strategy  May 2008 

112

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR OPEN SPACE, SPORT AND 
RECREATION COVERAGE IN DPD POLICY 

10.7. The South Bucks District Council Open Space, Sports and Recreation Facilities 
Strategy sets out a detailed analysis of open space, sports and recreational facilities 
provision, adequacy and standards/actions for the delivery of new/improved facilities.  
Key findings from the Strategy should form the basis for drafting Core Strategy 
policies, development control policies, contributing to site allocations and informing 
the content of the infrastructure SPD (in particular see issues summaries within 
Section 8 and the Action Plans in Section 9). 

10.8. The LDF will play a vital role in guiding delivery of open space/facilities as part of new 
residential development.  It can also potentially play a role in securing planning 
contributions to create new open spaces/facilities offsite where circumstances 
indicate this approach would be preferable, and/or contributions to improve the 
quality of existing open spaces/facilities on or offsite. 

10.9. The intention is for the Council to include a policy in the Core Strategy on open 
space/facilities, which will form a policy ‘hook’ for more detailed guidance via a 
Supplementary Planning Document on open space/facilities and other infrastructure.   

10.10. Appendix 9 includes a summary of Government guidance on open space policy 
formulation. 

Recommendations for open space, sport and recreation policies in the 
South Bucks Core Strategy and other DPDs 
Recommendations for open space, sport and recreation policies in the South 
Bucks LDF 

• Core strategy vision and spatial objectives could make more reference to 
specific strengths/weaknesses of current open space/leisure provision, including 
areas where provision is not adequate, areas where provision is particularly to 
be encouraged etc (drawing on key Strategy findings). 

• It is suggested that a high level thematic policy (or policies) on open 
space, leisure and recreation should be included in the Core Strategy 
in line with South East Plan policy, setting out a broad approach/principles to 
protecting and enhancing the quantity and quality of provision across the 
District, in line with the policy areas identified in PPG17 (see summary in 
Appendix 9).  The policy could be similar in structure to Policy 22 on 
Community Infrastructure, and should also be included in Section 5.8 
Accessibility and Infrastructure. 

• Policies 15, 21 and 25 on specific recreation resources provide valuable locally 
specific context.   

• The council may also wish to consider whether specific Core Strategy policy is 
required on any of the following themes identified in PPG17: mixed-use sport, 
recreation and leisure facilities; stadia and major developments; urban fringe 
areas; rural areas; sports and recreation provision in designated areas; sport 
and recreation requiring natural features and water; and recreational rights of 
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way. 

• Core Strategy Policy 28 on obligations may be better suited/amplified in the 
Generic DC DPD to be prepared.  The requirement for open space 
provision in new development (and sport and recreation as appropriate) 
should be the subject of a thematic policy in the DC DPD, rather than covered 
in the general obligations policy.  This should cross-refer to the SPD.  The 
policy might also identify where additional open space might be required e.g. to 
provide flood storage, promote nature conservation, etc. 

• The Preferred Options Core Strategy indicates that Policy 28 will be 
monitored through amount of open space secured from development of 25 or 
more units.  It is recommended that consideration is given to requiring 
developments under 25 dwellings to provide a contribution to offsite 
provision. 

• A criteria based policy might be included in the DC DPD to set out how any 
proposals to develop on open spaces/redevelop built facilities would be 
considered/resisted. 

• Criteria based policies might be included in the DC DPD on protection 
and enhancement of Rights of Way, permissive paths and bridleways and 
for sport and recreation in the countryside (as per PPG17 Companion 
Guide para 8.17). 

• The Core Strategy and DC policies/supporting text should make reference to 
the SPD to be produced which will guide expected onsite provision/offsite 
contributions to open space, sport and recreation facilities.  It may also be 
advisable to refer to the Open Space Sports and Recreation Strategy 
which will be used to guide negotiations on onsite provision/offsite 
contributions until an SPD is adopted. 

• Mapped data from the Open Space, Sports and Recreation Strategy should be 
included for illustrative purposes in the DC Policies DPD and/or Adopted 
Proposals Map and/or infrastructure SPD, to show provision to be 
protected/enhanced and key results from the analysis in terms of 
quality/quantity and accessibility. 

• If sites for new provision, within deficient areas, can be identified these could 
be included in the Land Allocations DPD.

SUPPLEMENTARY PLANNING DOCUMENT: 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

Government policy and guidance on SPDs for open space, sport and 
recreation 

10.11. PPS12 sets out general advice on the content of SPD.  SPD can cover a range of 
thematic or site specific issues, and may expand on policy or provide further detail to 
policies.  SPDs must be consistent with national, regional and DPD policy, must be 
clearly cross-referenced to a DPD policy, but should not include policy which should 
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be subjected to proper independent scrutiny in accordance with statutory 
procedures (such policy should be included in the relevant DPD). 

10.12. Policies for Spatial Plans by the Planning Officers Society indicates that SPD, which 
should be cross-referred to in DPD text, may be used to set out open space/facilities 
standards, requirements for on-site or off-site provision and commuted payments. 

10.13. The PPG17 Companion Guide includes a chapter on Implementation (Chapter 9).  
This sets out how provision standards should be applied and how developer 
contributions may be determined.  It is considered that such policy is best presented 
in an SPD.  The diagram below, reproduced from the Guide, summarises a logical 
‘line of thinking’ which authorities can use to apply their provision standards as part 
of the development control process.  A simplified approach is recommended for 
South Bucks. 

Source: PPG 17 Companion guide 

A recommended approach in South Bucks 
10.14. The Council is seeking to prepare SPD on open space, leisure and recreation and 

other infrastructure provision. 

10.15. In part the format/content of the SPD depends on how the Council plans to 
publish/disseminate the Open Space, Sports and Recreational Facilities Strategy.  If it 
is to be published then the SPD can cross-refer to it.  If not the SPD will need to 
include much of the information.  A proposed structure for the SPD is set out, which 
assumes the Strategy may not be made available separately. 
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Content of SPD: 

1. Introduction and aims of SPD (to be drafted by Council) 

2. National, regional and local policy context (Section 3 of this Strategy)

3. Strategic context (Section 3 of this Strategy) 

4. Summary of the Open Space, Sports and Recreation Strategy 
preparation process, outputs and status, including the 
objectives/principles and Parish Action Plans (summarising Sections 1, 
2 and 9).  Consultation findings (Section 4) could be summarised in 
an Appendix A.   

5. Summary of open space typologies/hierarchy developed for South 
Bucks (summarising Section 6) which forms a framework for open 
space/facilities provision standards and delivery of open 
space/facilities through the planning system (could include full 
explanation in an Appendix B).  

6. Summary key findings from the audits/analysis, including mapped data, 
to set out a picture as to where there are deficiencies/issues in terms 
of provision etc. which form the basis for provision standards and 
provide the justification for securing open space/facilities provision 
through the planning system (more detail could be included in an 
Appendix C).  

7. Application of provision standards for new development (based on 
Section 7 of this Strategy) and see further guidance on this below & in 
Appendix 10

8. Calculating developer contributions for open space sport and 
recreation see further guidance on this below & in Appendix 10

Appendices: 

• Appendix A: consultation summary (Section 4 of this Strategy) 

• Appendix B: South Bucks open space/facilities hierarchy (Section 6 of 
this Strategy)  

• Appendix C: Key findings from the site audits and analysis (Sections 
5, 6, 8 and 9 of this Strategy) 

Sections 7 and 8:  Application of provision standards for new development and 
Calculating developer contributions  

10.16. Issues to consider when setting provision standards and how these standards will be 
applied, including through securing developer contributions, include: 
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Issues to consider when setting and applying standards to new 
developments: 

• What standards should be applied to new development – quantitative, 
qualitative and accessibility and how should standards across typologies 
and the hierarchy work together? 

• Should a standard formula be applied to all new development? 

• Should different standards be set and applied in a zoned approach?  

• Should developers only be expected to contribute if they are looking to 
develop in an area of deficiency (this could be a qualitative, quantitative 
or accessibility deficiency)? 

• Should there be a threshold for onsite provision/offsite contributions?  

• Should developments under a given threshold be expected to contribute 
to open space/facilities? 

10.17. Standards have been developed through the Strategy to assess the adequacy of 
existing provision.  In terms of applying them to new development the standards can 
work as follows: 

• A quantity standard has been set for each type of space in the typology (for 
each level of the hierarchy) to consider the adequacy of existing provision by 
type.  For the purposes of setting standards for new development it is proposed 
that consideration is given to the overall adequacy of existing provision, and likely 
pressures from future population growth to develop an appropriate standard (or 
standards) for provision of open space/facilities in new development.  A proposed 
set of standards is set out in Appendix 10. It is proposed that the quantity 
standard forms the key standard, which translates into a universal standard for 
provision which may be applied to any size development.  Whether or not the 
provision is on site or in-kind via a contribution is elaborated on in the Appendix.  
Where it is on site the quality standard will help to ensure the open space/facility 
is of a suitable quality.  Where it is offsite, the Strategy Action Plans should be 
used to guide where and how the funds are spent. 

• Quality standards – provide a benchmark against which the need for 
enhancement of existing facilities can be measured.  In terms of how this will 
inform the planning process, it will help to provide guidelines for the quality of 
new open spaces/facilities which may be provided through new development.  
The audit scores for value and quality will also help identify priorities for 
negotiating and allocating developer contributions (via the Strategy Action Plans).  
The quality standards should therefore be translated into a standard for new 
developments.  An example is given in Appendix 11.

• Accessibility standards – in terms of informing the planning system and delivery 
of open space/facilities, accessibility standards help to identify what type of space 
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is already provided in the vicinity of a proposed development, which will help to 
decide whether onsite provision is required, or whether an offsite contribution 
to provide enhancement may be more appropriate (this could be the case when a 
development already has good access to local scale open spaces/facilities). 

Sustainability Appraisal (SA) 
10.18. The Local Planning Authority should undertake a sustainability appraisal (SA) of the 

SPD to ensure the sustainability issues associated with the strategy are identified (for 
example, positive environmental benefits, and to consider how the SPD might affect 
social and economic aspects of the Borough, and how positive benefits in these 
spheres may be maximised e.g. health benefits, benefits in terms of creating attractive 
environments to attract businesses, etc).   

10.19. The District also contains one European protected site, the Burnham Beeches Special 
Area for Conservation.  The need for an Appropriate Assessment (AA) of the SPD 
should be considered.  AA is required where a plan, policy or programme is likely to 
have a significant effect on a European Site.  The SPD would therefore have to 
undergo screening to ascertain potential effects on the site, and whether an AA is 
required.   

Consultation 
10.20. Full consultation should be carried out on the SPD (and SA), involving key 

stakeholders and members of the public, and should be compliant with the local 
planning authority’s Statement of Community Involvement.   
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